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Finland 


* Worsening Outlook for Coalition Viewed 
QOENOIIOA Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT 
in Finnish 18 Nov 89 p 2 


[Editorial: “Conservative-Left Attracts Chief Archi- 
tects” ] 


[Text] Prime Minister Harri Holkeri’s hopes of bringing 
in a Conservative-Left government after the next clec- 
tions dimmed while they were stll fresh when an opinion 
poll published that same day reported a drop in support 
for the Conservative Party. Don't count your chickens 
before they are hatched. 


In the first place, parties receive their mandate to govern 
on the basis of an election victory, although the ability to 
cooperate [with other coalition parties] 1s also important 
in a multiparty country. If the Conservation Party or the 
SDP [Social Democratic Party}—or both of them 
together—experience setbacks in the parliamentary clec- 
tions, it will be difficult to put together a Conservative- 
Left coalition based on good will alone. Those times 
have come and gone when there were no government 
coalition alternatives. 


Since the parliamentary elections, speaker Kalevi Sorsa’s 
crystal ball has also been giving off a blue-red [Conser- 
vative-Left] glow. There is nothing surprising per se in 
Holkeri and Sorsa’s speeches if we do not make a big 
thing of the effect [differences in] style has on voters. 
Both of them are the chief architects of the present 
government policy line. It would be odd if they were to 
declare Finland's biggest change in government policy 
line since 1966 to be on the verge of bankruptcy as carly 
as now. Yet we can expect Holkeri and Sorsa to say just 
that. 


The premature stances Holker: and Sorsa have taken on 
government policy are more indicative of antipathy 
toward a certain coalition alternative than of any love 
between the current government parties, although there 
are indications that things are just the other way around. 
The Conservative-Left government has occasionally 
been a via dolorosa for the Conservative Party and the 
SDP. but both Holkeri and Sorsa still appear to believe 
that the “via” would have been even “more dolorosa™ 
with the Center Party. 


The information published in editor Kauko Holo- 
painen’s book dealing with Holkeri also reveals the 
intensity of the antipathy felt toward chairman Paavo 
Vayrynen in the SDP. According to this information, 
Sorsa offered Holkeri the mission of forming a govern- 
ment as carly as | April 1987 at the Bank of Finland. 
Holkeri was not officially given the assignment of 
recruiter until 9 April. 


President Mauno Koivisto took stock of the situation in 
the government during the opening session of Parlia- 
ment on 4 April, but did not have a word to say about 
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what had happened behind the scenes, even though 
Sorsa and Holkeri’s mecting was arranged with his 
assistance. Koivisto stated to Parliament that the people 
had not passed sentence on the government coalition. Of 
course, in the same breath be added that a Center-Left 
coalition 1s often a much less desirable alternative from 
the party's standpoint. 


Piling up piece by piece, the information on the 1987 
government settlement indicates fairly uncquivocally 
why the Conservative-Lefi government, which Sorsa had 
earlier considered to be impossible. was created. The 
explanation 1s no more dramatic or surprising than the 
fact that the SDP leadership was simply tired of cooper- 
ating with the Center Party, and then, too, the Center 
Party was at the same time pursuing new coalition 
configurations. 


Even before the elections, both of them had their scripts 
ready for the post-clection period. Holding tactically 
better positions and offering better ban. the SDP won 
the race because of the Conservative Party's popularity. 
The architects of a nonsocial:st government fell victim to 
their own cleverness, and Uc architects of the Conserva- 
tive-Left coalition to their even greater cleverness. They. 
too, had a “secret” plan. 


All the new information strengthens the impression that 
the gulf between the chief parties of the Conservative- 
Left government and the Center Party was created for 
unusually strong reasons and by powerful emotional 
charges. This 1s why things would have to go really badly 
for the SDP and the Conservative Party in the govern- 
ment and in the elections before a place in a coalition 
opens up to the Center Party. 


* Reelected Greens Leader Hautala Profiled 


WENOIOOB Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT 
in Finnish 24 Now 89 p 8 


{Article by Katri Peltola: “Hautala Has No Chailenger, 
Suddenly Wealthy Green League Distributes Funds at 


Its Congress] 


[Text] Chairman Heid: Hautala was clected to stay on as 
chairman of the Green League at the party congress in 
Merikarvia last weekend. 


The foundation for Hautala’s chairmanship was laid as 
early as the start of the summer in Turku when the party 
abandoned its strict rule calling for a biannual rotation. 


In addition to the chairman, the party on Saturday 
elected three vice chairmen, a 19-10-¥)-man executive 
committee, and a party secretary. Current party secre- 
tary David Pemberton will probably continue with his 
duties. 
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They intend to decide on rules in Merkarvia that will 
stipulate how power 1s shared between the Greens 
parliamentary delegation and the party in deciding on 
joing a government coalition. 


In Merikarvia, the suddenly wealthy Greens were 
delighted to distribute the party subsidy they had just 
received. The president of the Republic approved an 
amendment and a statute today, Friday. granting the 
Greens a party subsidy of 1.3 million markkas effective 
retroactively from [the beginning of] this year. 


The party will be accepting as new members at Icast the 
districts of Lapland, Pohyjors-Karjala, and Pohyors- 
Hame. The congress will decide on this on Sunday. 


Hassi a Strong Candidate for Vice Chairman 


Hautala has been chairman of the Greens for 2 years. 
According to the new rules, the chairman ts elected for a 
year al a time, four times in succession at the most. 


The vice chairmen who are unknown in the party are 
Minna Mottola of the Kym: District, Philip Hilden of 
Tammusaari, and Maya Konkkola of Helsinki, the rep- 
resentative for Vaivarset. 


At least Konkxola and Hilden have announced their 
willingness to withdraw. 


Tampere Municipal Councilman Satu Hass: 1s consid- 
ered to be a strong new candidate for vice chairman. 
Hassi is noted for his norsy set-tos in the Tampella 
movement, among other places. 


Helena Smirnoff of Turku also has support. She was 
previously a member of the executive commitice but 
withdrew from it in accordance with the rotation rules. 


It was also hoped that a representative of the ecology 
faction, which has broken away from the Greens, would 
be among the vice chairmen, but the time 1s still hardly 
ripe for reunification. 


Money Into Savings Fund for Parliamentary F lections 


The common decision of the Greens 1s that the burcau- 
cracy will not be mncreased with the party subsidy, that 
instead they will try to use it for campaigns, publication 
projects, seminars, and events. 


The party plans to have three salaried employees: an 
office manager, a party secretary, and a press secretary. 
Al present the party has two part-time employees. 


The chairman will begin to be paid a monthly salary of 
7,000-8,000 markkas. About 250,000 markkas of the 
party subsidy will go into paying off debts. In addition, 
the district and women’s organizatsons will cach be given 


an 8-percent share. 


They intend to sock away the remaining moncy for the 
parliamentary clections, a savings fund of about 
300,000-400,000 markkas. They plan to use 4 percent of 
the party subsidy for international activities. 
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Decisionmaking Power for Parliameniary 
Representatives 


The Greens’ parliamentary delegation will be invested 
with the power to decide whether the paity 1s to partic- 
ipate im a government coalition. The issuc has been 
argued over for about a half year now in the party 


The commiutice that 1s drafting the Greens’ rules pro- 
posed that decisions on joining the government, 
selecting ministers, and renourcing any government 
coalition be made al a joint mecting of the cxccutive 
commiutice and the parliamentary delegation at which 
cach would have one vote. 


The commitice includes Paavo Nikula, Helena Smirnoff. 
and Aulss Viren. 


This model did not satusfy the Greens’ parliamentary 
representatives. They proposed that the decisron on 
yoming a government coalition be made by the parlhia- 
mentary delegation after hearing the executive commit- 
tees Opinion. 


A party working committee finally sided with the parha- 
mentary representatives in Kuopio a couple of weeks 
ago. However. the commitice assumed that the executive 
commitice recommendation would be made with cither 
a two-thirds or a five-sixths majority. 


* New Liberal Party To Enter Next Election 


YORE NOLIOC Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT 
in Finnish 24 Now 89 p 9 


[Article by Paavo Rautio: “New Liberal Party Attacks 
Corporations” | 


[Text] Led by merchant Jussi Pajunen, the new liberal 
party. Reform Party-Liberals (UP), has launched a drive 
to collect 5,000 names so that it can participate in the 
199! parhamentary clections. 


The UP 1s going to nominate candidates for all of the 
clection districts, and its goal 1s four seats in Parliament. 
It 1s assuming responsibility for the supreme achieve- 
ment of the sizable task outlined im the party's declara- 
tron of obyectives—the annihilation of Finnish corporat- 
ism. Realization of this goal will be increasingly 
challenging because election umons do not fit in with the 
new party's sdealistic objectives. 


The UP is primarily arming for the protest votes of 
educated young city dwellers. “Of course, no one will be 
exciuded,” Payunen swore. 


The UP declaration, a “return to responsible politics,” 
thundered its condemnation of the spinclessness of 
today's politicians, the power of special interest groups. 
front-page politicking. and state guardianship. 
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“LAP Has Outlived Its Time’ 


Aleppa general manager Pajunen said thal he had broken 
away from the LKP [Liberal Party]. “That party has 
outlived ws time. It's become mgd. And the party 
leadership should be replaced. too. We don't want to 
destroy the LKP. We have our own ideology” he 
descnibed the situation. He did not specify whether that 
ideology did not anced the backing of the familiar old 
Liberals or whether the latter were not interesicd in ut 


To be on the safe side, the new party's leading figures. 
businessman Aila Niunimaa-Kcppo of Vantaa and 
lawyer Kari Alasaan of Espoo. do not have and have not 
had LKP membership cards. Jussi Payuncn, who was a 
member of the LKP. described himself as “having inicl- 
lectually divorced himself” from his former party. Of 
course, he has not returned his membership card. and he 
sull makes speaking tours at the expense of the LKP. 


Room for Individual Members 


According to the founders of the UP. its heavy organi- 
zatonal structure, which Payunen described as “Stalin- 
ist,” was a burden for the LKP. The new party has 
decided to accept only individual members. Alasaari 
thought that a party administration wouid be organized. 
“or what do you think, Jussi?” 


Also left unexplained, an independent clection unron 
was a forgotten life. And what do you think of Peter 
Frykman” “No comment.” And what do you think of 
Urpo Leppanen” “No comment.” We asked the founders 
to consider how the decisions of a party based on 
individual membership would be made. physically 

“We'd probably have to reserve the stadium [Olympic 
Stadium. Helsinki}, Alasaari suggested. 


* CP General Secretary on Party's Future 
WENOIIZA Moscow PROBLEMY MIRAT 
SOTSIALIZMA in Russian No 11, Now 89 pp 9-12 


{Article by Helya-Marya Tammisola, general secretary, 
Communist Party of Finland: “To Be the Conscience of 
Society”) 

[Text] The magazine's Commission on Problems of the 
International Communist Movement and Exchange of 
Party Work Experience continucs publication of answers 
to question on how the fraternal parties are restructuring 
their own activities in the face of rapidly changing 
national and world realities. See articles by S.A. Manik 
(Bangladesh), R. Urban (Luxembourg). K. Douglas (New 
Zealand), K.A. Nielsen (Norway), G. Hau (Lebanon), 
andG.H (Canada)}—PROBLEMY MIRAI SOT- 
SIALIZMA, 1989, No 6, 7, 8. 9. 


In their practical political activity, communists have 
always firmly relied upon the teachings of the classics of 
Marxism. Their analysis has been ahead of the times for 
decades, and their conclusions, in their initial form, were 
in Many Cases adequate to ensure the processes of social 
development in later stages as well, On the whole, one 
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can say that the prognoses advanced by Marxism were to 
a significant degree correct. Bul why, then, are our 
theoretical sdcas lagging today” Apparently, because the 
penod in which the old explanations were sutficrent has 
come to an end. The dialectic that took shape im indus- 
tnally developed socicty. of productive forces and pro- 
ductive relations, the change of class structure, the 
createon and spread of weapons of mass destruction. and 
the appearance of a great number of other global prob- 
lems—all these have forced us to seck a new and more 
versatile theoretical foundation. 


lt 1s smpossible to explain contemporary social processes 
and indicate ways of solving new tasks if one 1s guided 
only by a class approach. It no longer provides commu- 
nists the means or the possibility. on the previous basrs. 
of rallying sufficient political forces to speak out for 
changes capable of toppling the structures that hinder 


change. 


We especially stress that the increasing diversification of 
society and the fragmentation of once entire classes have 
undermined the traditional social base of the communist 
party. Demarcation of interests within classes has led to 
weakening the solidarity of the workers. Objective con- 
ditions for working in the masses on the basis of class 
principles have become more complex. It 1s this. among 
other reasons, which explains the reduction of support 
which communists enjoy im capitalist countries 


But one cannot say that nothing new has appeared on the 
basis of Marxist theoretical traditions. The most signif- 
want research efforts are concentrated im the socialist 
countries of Europe. However, the subordination of 
science to political power there has largely limited an 
open search for new solutions, and research which 
embraces a critical approach to the prevailing ideas has 


been ignored. 


Moreover, Marxist research in the Western world 1s 
uncoordinated and is not very large im quantitative 
terms. Interaction among scholars 1s poorly organized. 
Marxists, with certain exceptions, have not engaged in 
gcnurne discussion with representatives of other idcolog- 
ical currents, but have more often acted as an imstrument 
of political propaganda, when they close their cyes to 
unplicasant ihings. 


Let us cxamine certain problems which have arisen, on 
the example of Finland. 


The Disposition of Political Forces 


In spite of the movements which have taken place, the 
classic structure of our society 1s basically the same: that 
18, the workers; then those who direct the work process 
(the technological structure), and finally, the owners 
However, great internal changes are taking place in all 
these groups. Social stratification 1s becoming deeper 
and 1s taking on attributes reminiscent of class differ- 
ences. As a result of this, social conflicts have become 


even more comple. 
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The politcal mobility of the middie groups 1s growing. 
especially for white-collar workers and workers in the 
services sphere, with whom the greatest changes of the 
professional structure of society are associated, and the 
share of whoch in 1 1s increasing at the most rapid rate. 
Thes 0s displayed im the various degrees of support for 
traditional political parties. and in the burgeoning 
appearance on the scene of new parties and social protest 
movements. 


Nevertheless, for a long pernod of time the distribution of 
power in Finland among five or six main partics or basic 
politcal currents has hardly changed at all. It 1s strik- 
ingly semular to the situation which took shape after the 
first parliamentary clections of 1906. Today the support 
of the once-unified Workers’ Party has been divided 
among the Social Democrats (SDPF). the Communists 
(KPF) and the Democratic Alhance of the People of 
Finland’ (DSNF [Demokraticheskry Soyuz Naroda Fin- 
lyandu]). their temporary fellow travelers. The party of 
the center (the former Agrarian Union) has practicaily 
the entire center of the political space placed at is 
disposal. This took place as a result of the weakening and 
finally the withdrawal from the political scene of the 
liberals (initially young Finns [miadofinnov]). Nether 
the Rural Party of Finland (SPF [Selskaya Partiya Fin- 
lyandu]), nor the Christian Alhance of Finland (KhSF 
[Khristianskiy Soyuz Finlyandi]) were able to shake the 
centrisis’ position. The conservative National Coalition 
Party (NKP [Natsionalnaya Koalitsionnaya Partiya)) 
also reaped rewards from the defeat of the liberals, and 
with sts liberal “image” was able to attract the interest of 
the rapidly growing circles of intelligentsiya and white- 
collar workers. 


In general. the mternal political regroupings which have 
taken place im the country have not had a significant 
influence on the power structure. Thus, after the sup- 
pression of Finland's revolution of 1918, the preroga- 
tives of the Grand Duke were transferred to the Presi- 
dent. And after the concluding of the Armistice 
Agreement between Finland and the Soviet Union, 
signed in September 1944, an expansion of civil liberties 
took place. The Soviet-Finnish Agreement on Friend- 
ship. Cooperation and Mutual Assistance of 1948 scaled 
Finland's mmternational position as a neutral, indepen- 
dent country. The level of development it has achieved 
as a “welfare state” reflects the strength of the workers’ 
movement, which is based on a unified trade union 
structure. 


The contemporary situation gives us the basis on which 
to define our strategic goal as deepening the social 
development that has taken place by virtue of reforms in 
such a way as to achieve qualitative changes im its 
structure. This distinguishes the communists’ position 
from that of the social-democrats. The differences are 
seen even more clearly im the readiness to expand 
democracy in adopting resolutions concerning economic 
life. 
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The interests of the struggic for progress in the sphere of 
social justice demand strengthening the relationships 
between the KPF-DSNF [Communist Party of Finland- 
Democratic Alhaoce of the People of Finland] and the 
SDPF [Social Democratic Party of Finland]. and to 
organize ties with other progressive movements (The 
“Greens” are independent. progressive. and wish to 
coordinate thew cfforts with other parties). The kes 
questions will be: on the one hand. activity at the 
parhamentary and governmental levels: and on the 
other—extraparliamentary pressure, where the basic 
factor 1s the cooperation of trade unsons and the political 
organizations of the workers’ movement. 


The communists’ task, we betreve., 1s still to be the social 
conscience of socicty, and the defenders of all those who 
are disposessed and discriminated against. We acknowl 
edge, however, that the well-off strata of the population. 
including highly skilled workers, enjoy a great deal of 
political influence. 


On Democratic Centralism 


This principle and above all its practical application 
have become the subject of broad critical discussion im 
the communist movement. It 1s theoretically difficult to 
find a better means of combining in the work of the party 
broad democracy and openness in adopting decisions. 
and on the other hand, personal responsibility in impic- 
menting and monitoring them. It 1s not by accident that 
the principle of democratic centralism 1s utilized by all 
parties in Finland in their activities, except the 
“Greens,” who by the way are also experiencing difficul- 
tics, since without unity of actions ut 1s difficult to 
achieve results. 


However, it 1s still a fact that it 1s only on the basis of 
well-reasoned discussion that one can work out a 
common position which would permit adopting a deci- 
sion that 1s personally binding on all communists to 
carry out. So then 1s 1 always necessary to demand unity 
of action” In contemporary conditions i 1s more cxpe- 
dient to strive for unity only im big problems, and to 
allow far-reaching freedom of chore im particular cases. 
More often than not, that 1s how t happens i practice: 
Only those who believe a decision to be a good one carry 
it out, the rest go their way. As we see there are grounds 
for critical analysis of the capabilities and limitations of 
centralism. 


The forms and operating style of party organizations are 
becoming very important. Openness and constant readi- 
ness to reexamine opimons and positions are becoming 
principal requirements. Glasnost, constructive criticism, 
and a readiness to listen to and respect the views of 
others—these are the basic features of modern, civilized 
intercourse. They do not contradict the principles of 
democratic centralism, on the contrary, they subscribe to 
them. 


Any organizational structure takes its shape in accor- 
dance with the tasks which  carnes out. Bul any 
organization that comes inio being has its own relatively 
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independent logic of development. which is not neces- 
sarily conducive to rapid adaptation to the new demands 
of the situation. On the other hand. a thorough shake-up 
of the structure destroys the natural mechanism of any 
activity. And this is why organizational changes are not 
always sufficient and are not always the proper path to 
take. | think, for example. that as they were striving to 
solve the of agriculture in the Soviet Unton., 
both Nikita Khrushchev and Mikhail Gorbachev 
encountered this. 


In other words, the structures p-ost be renovated, but 
such changes are not yet the solution. Too much atten- 
tion to organizational questions may lead to cbfuscation 
of the primary goals. and divert forces to secondary 
problems. 


Coordination of Goals Is Unifying 


Correlation of the national and the international in the 
policy of the party, state and nation 1s taking on new 
features, and unaccustomed dialectical diversity and 
contradictoriness. 


The development of the productive forces, trade and 
economic cooperation, and the international division of 
labor have increased pressure in favor of integration, 
which goes beyond national borders. This is a common 
feature cf capitalism and socialism. Moreover, the 
requirements of world markets take the given processes 
beyond the framework of the economic zones which 
form the two social systems—testifying to which 1s the 
developing cooperation between the European Eco- 
nomic Community and CEMA. Finland can play a 
positive role here, and communists welcome it. 


At the same time the need arises to accentuate national 
origin. Theres too 1s natural, inasmuch as integration can 
bring pos!) c results only if the legitimate interests of all 
sides are (aken into consideration. Advantage must be 
mutual, or cise the question becomes one of exploitation 
and oppression, which increases confiicts and weakens 
the success rate of cooperation. 


From the viewpoint of the Finns, the most important 
question becomes: How can one preserve whe foundation 
of the welfare state and construct a system, on the basis 
of one’s own national peculiarities, which would embody 
the principles of social justice? At the same time one 
must consider the strict demands which must be set in 
order to protect the environment. 


I suppose that in principle the interaction of communist 
and workers’ parties does not differ significantly from 
the interaction of nations and states. Coordinated goals 
are unifying, and improper analyses and diktat can lead 
to serious disruption of unity. It 1s important in my view 
for communist parties to adhere to universally acknow!l- 
edged democratic methods. Otherwise the quest for 
cooperation with other leftist forces will produce little, 
and there will be no confidence in it. 
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Perhaps the most proper path toward peace and progress 
is the one which the Marxists propose. Bul as onc 
iraverses it. one may take advantage of a variety of 
means, and move along faster or slower depending upon 
the consciousness of the masses. and the state of the 
“transportation” and material sccurity. 


As far as social mores are concenied, there are two 
possibilities here. Some want to achieve well-being fasicr 
al any cost, running those who interfere off the road. 
Others are prepared to share the road, supporting those 
who are weaker, and helping them. In this sense we note 
that the problems of the developing countrics are 
increasingly becoming common for humanity. 


Unique Experience 

The Communist Party of Finland was founded in 
Moscow in 1918. Pror to 1944 u operated im the 
underground. After the war its activities were legalized 
and the Democratic Alliance of the People of Finland 
[DSNF] was organized, under whose embiem the com- 
munists began to take part in elections. International 
support for DSNF was equated to support of the com- 
munist party. First of all, because the majority of the 
deputies in parliament from the alliance were and are 
communists. Secondly, if one takes the “lefi—nght™ 
approach, in the impression of many prople stands 
much farther to the left than, for cxample. the Italian 
Communist Party. 


Finns, when speaking of the DSNF and the KPF, con- 
sider all their members communists. Opponents and 
rivals consider the alliance a “cover” for the Communist 
Party. And this can be explained. On the political plane. 
both organizations are one and the same. But the DSNF 
was unable to become such a broad alliance as 11 was seen 
to be when it was founded, and which it almost did aot 
become. Today, it is an organization which rallies the 
forces of the left social-democrats, anc its basic feature ts 
cooperation with the communists. 


The KPF-DSNF., as before, enjoys significant support in 
the country. In the parliamentary clections of 1987 they 
garnered 9.4 percent of the votes, and in th: municipal 
elections of 1988—10.4 percent. According to a public 
opimon survey, their support is growing. | see the reason 
in the fact that the KPF has always been a political party 
completely defined in terms of its end purposes. Their 
onentation, throughout thew existence, has always been 
on the actual social needs of the broad masses of the 


people. 


Our party has a clear-cuc strategic policy in its relation- 
ships with the state, in cooperation within the framework 
of the workers’ movement, and in that whiclf concerns 
the essense of the party itself. What do | have in mind” 


First, of all the communist parties in capitalist countrics, 
we have the most experience im participation im gov- 
erning the country. We have taken part in 10 cabinets for 
a total of more than 14 years, which is one-third of the 
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enure postwar penod. We had the most support immc- 
diately after the war— 3.5 percent of the votes of the 
electorate. In studying the reasons for the reduction in 
our clectoral weight, we drscovered thal entering the 
government 1s to blame for this only to a very sight 
extent. Although | would note that u 1s hard to find an 
cxamplice. when the actions of the minisirics were so 
appreciated by the people as to rarse the political prestige 
of ther party. 


Second, Finnish communists have considerable weight 
in the trade union movement. For cxampic, thes are m 
the majority im the construction and food-workers 
indusines. Together with the social-democrats we have 
managed to rally the basic mass of workers to the Central 
Organization of Trade Unions of Finland (TsOPF [Tsen- 
tralnaya Organizatsiya Profsoyuzov Finlyandiuj). This 
supported the swift mse in the enflucnce of the workers’ 
movement. The Communist Party *:as also played its 
role in the development of the powerful movement of 
workers’ sports associations. 


Thirdly, the KPF has conducted its policy through and in 
the name of the DSNF. In the postwar period, not once 
did it come to the national clections with its own list of 
candidates. But communists have always comprised the 
overwhelming majority in the united parliamentary fac- 
tion. The number of deputies not members of our party 
fluctuated there from six to four, with a total number of 
depvties of from $0 to 16 at the present time. 


The cxamples cited demonstrate that Finnish commu- 
nists possess their own national strategy and have been 
able to build relationships of cooperation with their 
allies in their original political forms, which 1s without 
precedent in the communist movement. 


The persistence with which we have achered to these 
Strategic guidelines has led, however, to an extremely 
complex situation within the party, even im spite of the 
fact that the policy was worked out mm a spirit of 
agreement. At the end of th 1969's, organized opposition 
to our structure and newspaper arose. The opposition 
began to publicly blame the leadership of the KPF of 
right-revisionism, asserting that it had “attached itself to 
the coattails of .Ae social-demecrats,” and so on. At that 
tume they were unable to establish the conditions for 
clarifying their strategic decisions and practical political 
tasks in an atmosphere of open discussion. And signifi- 
cant imternational support of the opposition forces 
noticeably complicated the situation. 


The development of events in the communrst movement 
in Finland is not associated with today's crises in the 
lives of a number of socialist countries. Similar processes 
mn the 1960's took place im most communist parties of 
Western Europe. including all the Northern countries. 
When the communists there had gone far enough on the 
road to reyecting the functions of protecting orthodoxy. 
they placed emphasis on the success rate of their policy 
and the need for theoretical recxamination, and im many 
cases their parties split up mito two or more parts 
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Perhaps only the Itahan Communrs Party came out of 
the difficulties in the best way 


For a long ume the KPF managed to avon schism. It 
took place only m 1984. almost on the threshold of 
Sovect perestrovka. The principal reason for such a 
definitive decision was alarm over the fact that the party 
would wilt away. havung sullicd scifi wath mitcrnal 
disputes. The opposition decided us own fate. when 
refused to take part om the work of the leading organs. 
and began to operate outsede the framework of the KPF 


An Historic Initiative 


In March of this vear. the comrades in the leadership of 
the DSNF and KPF cxpressed the ica of forming a new 
party—an Alhance of Leftrst Forces—which would be to 
the ieft of the Social Democrats. Insicad of blending the 
Iwo Organizations, 1 was proposed to invite everyone 
who was interested mm radical Icfirst action. The caper- 
ence of the pressdential clection of 1988 om pan:cular 
provides a basis to assume that such foreces do cart. At 
that tume “Movement-838" was created in support of our 
candidate, Kalevi Kaveste. former DSNF chairman—a 
popular movement where. in addition to members of the 
alhance and the communist party. a considcrablic 
number of activists who were not members of cither of 
these organization were operating. Among those who 
abandoned the KPF because of the schism. there 1s also 
ecnuine interes: in returning to jornt actron. 


I can forsee that mm uniting we would encounter many 
difficult problems. After all, for a i ommnrurst to reyect the 
name of his party 1 not a simple decision. A long and 
glorious history 1s associak 4 with that name. We have 
been persecuted, thrown into jail, and blacklisted. Even 
today it 1s a brave deed to declare oneself a communrst in 
Finland. As befor, thes significs a threat to lose ones yob 
or be subjected to discrimination 


Thus, there are moral factors which complicate theoret- 
ical and political analysis of that which is the essence of 
the Communist Party today. For certain people it 1s also 
unclear whether the Alliance of Lefiist Forces which 1s 
now being established 1s up to the demands on their 
organizatio., presented by the communists. 


On the basis of a survey of party members, we believe 
that the vast majority of them consider the idea pro- 
posed by the leadersiup 1s a proper one. Such seas have 
already been cxpressed at various stages of history. For 
cxampic, a discussvon mn the 1950's led to combining the 
newspapers of the DSNF and the KPF. and a jom! 
central press organ was born—the newspaper KANSAN 
UUTISET (Popular News). 


The form in which the Communrt Party of Finland 
continucs to cxrst will be decided in February 1990, at its 
22nd Congress. However, certain ideas were already 
expressed at the September KPF Central Commiutice 
Plenum, which cxamined questions on preparations for 
the Congress in the spirit of support for creatong the 
Alhance of Leftist Forces. 
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The Central Commiutice established the fact that the 
KPF and DSNF have for a long tume been practically a 
single political movement. guided by close sicological 
convichons. From the pomt o° vecw of the plenum 
participants, all the forces and all spheres of action of 
both organizations should be me!ded im the acw party 


The unification 1s a politcal process which 1s already 
going on and will contrnuc aficr all the formalities are 
concluded. Inasmuch as the program documents of the 
DSNF and the new KPF Program adopted in 1987 arc 
essentialfy indistinguishable from one another— 
adherence to creatiwe Marxism and striving for social 
transformations—ii 1s hard to belreve. i 1s even impos- 
sible, that communists will not approve of the sicolog- 
cal foundations of the new party. 


The manifesto on creatong the Alhance of Leftest Forces 
Stresses the topical nature of sociales sdcals and valucs 
In ta position of promunence 1s given to questions of 
peace, equal mghts and the all-round liberation of the 
individual, and responsibility for the future of all man- 
kind. The problem of the survival of civilization 1s an 
order of magnitude higher than the conflicts between 
labor and capital. 


We, the Communists, believe that im the conditions of 
contemporary Finland, the renewal of the communist 
movement 1s possible only in company with the DSNF. 
Only thus will we be able to strive for the cxupressed 
goal—to create a new workers’ party, which will mect the 
realities and the needs of the 90th year of the 20th 
century. 


Footnote 


1. Established in 1944 by representatives of the so-called 
peaceful opposition, which broke away from the SDPF 
and KPF. as an organization operating on the principics 
of cooperation. Individual and collective membership 
cxarst in the DSNF. Collective members are: the KPF. the 
Democratic Alliance of Women, the Democratic Alh- 
ance of Youth, and The Socialist Alliance of Students. — 
Editor's note. 


* Stir Over Publication of Vayrynen Letter 


* Magazine Publishes Text 


WOE NOOOS A Helunks SUOMEN AUTALENHTI 
in Finnish 6 Oct 89 pp 32-35 


{Arucle: “The Letter SUOMEN KUVALEHTI Pub. 
lishes in Fall Paavo Vayrynen’s Letter to Abti Kar- 


jalainen”| 


[Text] On these pages, SUOMEN KUVALEHTI «5 
printing in full a photocopy of Paavo Vayrynen’s con- 
troversial letter. 


For a long time I myself thought there was no justifica- 
tion for publishing the orginal letter. | considered 
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lkely that publscatron of the icticr would icad to a 
lawsurt for recovery of damages m accordance with the 


copinght law 


The prctare has changed, however. Tic testimony and 
the imterpectations of Dr Ahti Karjalainen, Dr Jukka 
Tarkka. and the presedent of the Republec have vepeat- 
ediy been branded as crroncous. In addon. verwons of 
the letter hawe been shown to trusted members of the 
ncws media. and bref cxcerpts have purposely been 
printed. The debate has thus grown stalc, and the main 
wssuc itself has been forgoticn. 


In recera weeks, Tarkka and SUOQMEN KUVALEHTI 
have been om the eve of the storm. Vayrynen’s supporters 
have claamed without compunction that publication of 
the book “Pressdentin ministers” [The Pressdent’s Min- 
ister] and publication of the first cxcerpts have beer part 
of a politecal wstch-hunt. | dispute thes. As editor mn choc 
of thes magazinc. | would have pubinhed a somilar news 
item no maticr which politician nm concerned, Ai rssuc 
was the attempt of a foreign power to influence Finland's 
micrnal affaors. 


The mght to know 1s a fundamental valuc im an open 
society. The yournalrst’s task 1s to provede the public with 
the essential information on which citizens can hase 
ther oprmons. Accurate informatron clears the air 


From thes starting pount, | asked Dr Jukka Tarkka for a 
copy of Vayrynen’s letter for publicatvon. Tarkka con- 
sented. Chur jount pomt of departure ms the public 
interest, on behalf of which we are ready to bear the 


consequcnces. 


In thes rssue of the magazine, there will be no further 
commentary on the Ieticr’s content. | belewe that our 
readers can now decide for themselves what the letter 
contains and how it has been mterpreted m various 
contexts 


Pekka Hyvarmen 
Editor wn Chef 


Al home 
19 September 1981 


Dr Ahti Karjalamnen 
Munkkiniem, 


Dear Alti. 


Yesterday evening | met with Minister Councillor 
Viadimiroy. Tl give a brief account of our conversation 
in what follows 


Viadimuiroy has not changed hrs stand. He will work hard 
on behalf of your election. Thies time, however, the 
Sovect U'ncon will clearly act more prudently than m 
1956. when Kekkonen’s rival was “the candidate of a 
party that adopted a hostile attuttude toward the Soviet 
t'mon.” He emphasized that the Social Democrats now- 
adays favor good relations with the Sovect Union, and 
that the party—up to and including Sorsa—supports 








fnends will try to persuade Communists, im particular. 
bu other parties as well, to work for your clection. 


Victor asked me what the Soviet Unson could otherwise do 
to get Kanalainen ciected. He himself thought Finnish- 
Soviet relations should Low enter a quieter phase in which 


agreed to it. I told Victor: again that completion of a visit 
would be surtable support for Karjalainen’s ciection to the 
presidency. As party chairman, | should have cnough 
prestige to gain your suppori because Korvisto's 
spokesman is Chairman Sorsa, two-time prime menuster 
Umon ally on both capacities. | have been foreign 


i 


visiting Moscow im this capacity. | have also had to 
the role of one who disrupts Center-Left cooperation, from 


question 
was discussed. He was also peculiarly listless during the 
buciget debate and let me battle it out alone. To be honest, 
| really wonder what's going through Eino’s mind. All this 
18 definitely just between you and me. 


i earnestly hope that you'll get im touch with Viadimiroy 


ext ad the invitation. In my opimon. an effort should be 
made to pay the visit—for iafety'’s sake—in October, or 
in November at the latest. 


Thas afternoon | leave for New York, where | hope we'll 
meet on Saturday. 


Sincerely yours, 


Paavo Vayrynen 
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[Box. p 35} 


The controversial passage from the book “Preadentun 
munition” by Abt: Karjalaunen and Jukka Tarkka. The 
quotation begins on page 236 of the book. 


Vayrynen said be had met the previous day with Min- 
ster Councillor Viadimurov. who had sad fe sill 
wanted to work hard to sce me clected as Ackkonen’s 
successor. Now. however. the Sovect Union cicarly 
imtends to act more prudently than m 1956, ten 
Kekkonen’s rival was the candidate of a party thi: 0 
adopted a hostile attitude toward the Sovect Union: 


Viadsmuroyw said that the Social Democrats now support 
good relations. and the entire party backs Korvesto. 
Viadimuiroy told Vayrynen he mtends to try to persuade 
the communrsts and other partecs to support my pow- 
von. 


Viadimirov had candidly asked Vayrynen what the 
Sovict Union could do to get me clected. He discussed a 
quict phase in relations with the L/SSR so that Korrsto 
would not garncr publicity because publicity would 
make him look good Viadimuiroy played around with the 
idea of steering economic Cooperation im such a direction 
that a situation would arise that would emphasize my 
positron. Vayrynen suggested that the cxpon problems 
that emerge in the following year's trade protocol would 
be a suitable «pot “if we could find some way—for 
cxampile, by mcreasing ov umoorts.~ It was left to Vay- 
rynen to think of a way to develop thes sca. 


Vayrynen’s planned trip to Moscow. which Kekkonen 
had agreed to the previous spring. also came up im the 
discussion. The purpose of the trip was to s apport my 
election. On the opposite side, Korvisto’s supporters 
were led by Kalevi Sorsa, who has paid officia: visits to 
Moscow both as prime minister and as foreign affairs 
minister. In Vayrynen’s opimon, his trip was necessary 
to underscore the prestige of the Center Party chairman. 


Al that tome, Vayrynen had been foreign affairs minister 
for 4 years but had not once officially visited Moscow in 
that capacity. By common consent, in the government he 
has also had to play the role of one who disrupts 
Center-Left cooperation, from which the communrsts 
draw conclusions. 


“My credibility 1s not the best possible as. under these 
circumstances, | go around promoting your clection. 
emphasizing its importance to foreign policy’™ 


Viadimiroy cxpressed doubts about the appropriateness 
of Vayrynen’s vist. He suggested that | discuss the 
matter further with Eino U usitalo. who handled the tasks 
of prime munister. 


Vayrynen was caustically critical of Erno U usitalo mm hes 
letter. He called my attention to U usstaio’s absence from 
many meetings at which the pressedential question was 
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discussed. He had also been pecularty istless during the 
budget debate and had icfi Vayryncn to defend the 
Center Party's stand alonc. 


“I honestly wonder what's gorng through Emo's mind.” 
wrote Vayryncn. 


[Box p 35} 

Why? 

As | prepared Abt: Karjalainen’s memorrs. | undersioad. 
of course, that the letter Paavo Vayrynen wrote to 
Viadimurov «6 a very cxplosve document. During my 
writing. | therefore reed on an orginal copy of the 
letter 


lt was clear that there would be a lot of talk about the 
letter after Karjalarnen's memoirs were published It was 
wmperatrve that | make a photocopy of « mm order to 
protect my rear. Anyone would have dore the same. 


Within a few days of the book's pub).catvon, Chairman 
Paavo Vayrynen disputed, President of the Republic 
*dauno Korvisto confirmed, and Vayrynen again dis- 
puted the summary of the letter’s content | had sub- 
mitted om Karjalarnen's memoirs 

it has been obvious since then that the dispute could be 
resolved only by publication of the orginal letter im its 
entirety. 


Abti Karjalainen gave me the letter as raw material for 
his memos. I have no mght to use the k iter for any 
purpose other than the one for which I received 1. 1 
would not want to betray the confidence bestowed in me 


The ormgenal letter 1s im the State Archives, and there 
will stay. A copy of the letter 1s owned by the person who 
wrote ut and by the president of the Republic. Paavo 
Vayrynen refuses under all conditions to publish the 
letter. The president certainly cannot take the muitiative 
m such a matter. 


I had been prepared to wart. Historic documents have a 
tendency to be made public sooner of later, when there 1s 
precise knowledge of their cxrstence. 

The s:tuation was changed by last week's publication of 
a text sad to be a copy of the original letter. This gave 
rise to speculation that maybe several versions of the 
letier—not photocopied bul transcribed on a type- 
writer—circulated in the city. The published cacerpts of 
weh a transcript jibe with the orginal, but who can 
vouch for the authenticity of the entire text” 


The dispute over interpretation of the orginal icticr and 

‘s memorrs has resulted in complete chaos. 
What kind of circus would we have if dissimilar verwons 
of the letter, all said to be original, began to circulate” 


| have therefore given SUOMEN KUVALEHTI for 
publication a photocopy of the orginal Viadimuroy letter 
that | took before the letter was delivered to the State 
Archives. 
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So I have betrayed the trust Abt: Karjalainen bestowed 
om mc. | apologure to bem peblaty for ths. | am also 
infronging Paavo Vayryncn’s copynght. | must dear the 
comsegucnces of this 


1 am certam that the gencral good that arncs from thes 
decison greater then the drscomfon that betalls the 


myured partecs. 


Reading the icticr 1s a drsappomiment to many. There ns 
notheng m ot that peopic did not already koow. For that 
very reason, publecatvon of the icticr 6 & smportant 
(nherenc, the rumor mull will chem out an codices 
stream of tall stones 


Jukka Tarkka 


* Panel Debates Impact 
WOE NO09SB Helunka HELSINGIN SANOM AT 
in Franish 20 Oct 89 p 17 


[Article “Jukka Tarkka mm Listless Debate About Vayry- 
nen: Voytynen Hullabaloo Would Not Have Erupted 
Without Publication of Controverual Leticr™| 


[Text] Despite Viktor Viadimrov’s mvolvement. the 
registered association called Students of Molrtical Scrence 
wanted to gnaw the bone of tne Vayrynen affaw by 
arranging a dchatc on Thursday evening in Helsenks on 
the topic “Confidential Relations im Foreign Policy.” 


The debaters were Jukka Tarkka, assrstan! general mar- 
ager of United Pictornal and author of Abt: 
Karjalainen’s memourrs, and Oth Rehn. deputy charrtaan 
of Finland's Center. 


The event drew a full house, though signs of boredom 
with the Vayrynen affaw appeared: The first persons left 
the hall after 15 meneecs when Rehn's Kekkonen-siylc 
intwrgy on forergn policy moved into high gear. 


Tarkka stated that the Vayrynca hullabaloo would not 
hav: erupted if the controverual leticr had not been 
published mm its enisrety. “If Vayrynen doesn't under. 
stand that, he's stupid.” hurled Tarkka. Tarkka ported 
out that you cac. bluff mm potitics the way you do m cards. 
but you must take mmto account that somebody can come 
over and look at your hand. 


Intellectual Credibility: Zilch 


In Tarkka’s opimion, Vayrynen tried to lead the people 
astray bul got caught with his pants down. He accused 
Vayryen of chicanery and ineptitude at the ministerial 
level. Vayrynen’s mtctiectual creditility 6 somewhere 
near nr according to Tarkka, but this does not seem to 
affect hs party. 


According to Rehan, “SUOMEN KUVALEHTI or the 
Erkko-run press” does not clect the Center's chawman, 
Center members themselves do. Rehn affirmed that he 
has a working relations, with Vayrynen, who “rsn't as 
pigheaded as you'd conclude from seeing him in public 
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“But I don't like Vayrynen enough to want him to 
continue as Ceater chairman for the res: of his life.” 
hurled Rehn, receiving applause from the students. 


Koivisto’s Invitation Handled in Same Way 


Rehn excused Vayrynen by saying thai the latter just 
tried to secure an invitation to Moscow by diplomatic 
means. The same action was takcn when Mauno 
Koivisto desired 2 similar invitation upon assuming the 
office of president, observed Rehn. 


Securing an invitation to Moscow is a legitimate pursuit, 
believes Tarkka, but letting a foreign power interfere in 
your country’s affairs is not. Paasikivi, Kekkonen, and 
Karjalainen acted just as reprehensibly, even though 
Paasikivi and Kekkonen were compelled, at any cost 
whatsoever, to push through matters vitally important to 
the country. 


According to Tarkka, the Vayrynen affair took place in a 
political and historical era, when the old-time model was 
no longer necessary, nor should it have been necessary. 


In Rehn’s view, it 1s unfair to label as unpatriotic what 
Urho Kekkonen, Ahti Karjalainen, and Paavo Vayrynen 
did. Rehn also thinks that Paasikivi should be con- 
demnea for his actions in 1918, when he schemed to get 
the country a king against the people's wishes, or Man- 
nerheim for his actions in 1919, when he was selling his 
fatherland to White Russia. 


We'll See How This Works Out 


Tarkka was criticized for his role of historical researcher 
in the controversy. Tarkka was accused of “acting as 
prosecutor, judge, and executioner chosen by God.” 


Tarkka was flattered by the reference to research but 
pointed out that he had never been a full-time 
researcher. In his own words, he was a “secretary, a silent 
partner,” in Karjalainen’s book. 


“In the debate that arose here—well, all right, that I gave 
rise to—I've only offered my opinions, but the opinions 
in the book are just Karjalainen’s,” pleaded Tarkka. 


Rehn was criticized several times for his role of party 
mouthpiece, or Vayrynen defender. “Why do you let 
people spit on you, and why don’t you say what you 
really think of Vayrynen?” 


In Rehn’s opinion, Vayrynen has been unjustly chastised 
in the atmosphere of a political witch-hunt. “I don't view 
what he did under those historical circumstances as 
serious, although the outcry is embarrassing. The biggest 
mistake was that he went and wrote a letter that caused 
a sensation.” 


After being pressed, Rehn agreed to say that “Vayrynen 
isn't blameless. 
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“Paasikivi and Mannerheim were condemned in the 
light of history, and they became presnients. We'll see 
how this works oui,” said Rehn, making the audience 


laugh. 


* Meaning for Party 
WE NOOISC Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT 
in Finnish 25 Oct 89 p 10 


{Commentary by Simopekka Mortamo: “The Vayrynen 
Debate and the Center™] 


[Text] Parliament's Constitution Committee postponed 
indefinitely its assessment of Vayrynen’s business with 
Viadimirov so that the issue would note thrashed out 
during the days of Gorbachev's visit. The decision of 
offic.al Finland was right and proper and, from the 
standpoint of the committee's work, wisely considered. 


It would not be to our credit, however, if the idea should 
arise at home and abroad that our government decides 
what is appropriate for unofficial Finland—the press, for 
example—to discuss. 


The guest comes and the house succumbs, said Kek- 
konen. 


The dust has settled to the extent that there 1s time and 
opportunity to view the Vayrynen controversy from a 
somewhat greater distance. The issue's significance as a 
phenomenon is even greater than the question of one 
noteworthy politician's conduct. 


The most interesting apparition in this entire donny- 
brook has been the counterattack of the Center and its 
press. Criticism of Vayrynen’s action has been totally 
repudiated. A similar attitude has been adopted toward 
the incipient rise, here and there, of very critical ques- 
tions about secondary domestic phenomena of the Kek- 
konen era. 


So many alarming smoke signals of this kind have been 
seen that the party has circled its wagons and distributed 
the rifles. 


Jukka Tarkka’s roles of judge and scholar overlapped at 
the crucial moment: Reporting the facts in his book 
about Karjalainen, he also expressed emotionally 
charged opinions. Yet the joint mancuvers of Vayrynen 
and Viadimirov are not made more acceptable by the 
fact that Tarkka disapproved them in the wrong context. 


Tarkka’s words of disapproval in the Karjalainen book 
were surprisingly overdramatic, but they reflected the 
authentic and extremely widespread view of our citizens. 


Ai some concrete level, the people must finally be 
rendered an account of the enibarrassing ways in which 
many Finnish parties and politicians, caught in domestic 
power struggles, sought help from the Soviet Embassy in 
their efforts to exalt some persons and downgrade others. 
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Does the Center reatly fail to see such a factor in the 
Vayrynen debate? Does the Center deceive itself by 
earnestly believing that 1 all boils down to presidential 
politics, or to a “witch-hunt™ aimed at one person, or to 
an attack on basic foreign policy toward the Sovict 
Union? 


If the Center really thinks so, it is becoming estranged 
from the rest of us and no longer senses how most people 
feel. 


Let's hope that doesn't happen Since its birth, the 
Center has played an essential role in Finnish democ- 
racy. Without the Center, one corner of our political 
house would be empty. 


Let's hope that the party does not entrench itself in a 
world of belief in which authoritarian leaders past and 
present are worshiped as infallible saints. Brezhnevism 
of this kind is particularly alien to traditional peasan: 
thought. 


Before the Karjalainen book, there were no documents— 
only hearsay—on which you could render such an 
account or conduct such a debate. Karjalainen himself, 
soiled by the book much more than Vayrynen, is out of 
politics and no longer a focus of interest. 


So all we are left with is Vayrynen because no letter of 
intrigue by any other currently notable politician is 
uncovered—and especially because Vayrynen was for- 
eign affairs minister. No motive more mysterious than 
that 1s necded to unleash a torrent of criticism. 


If a similar letter by another party leader or former 
foreign affairs minister had come to light, you can bet 
that the uproar and literary effusions would be at least of 
the same quality and quantity. 


In this case, Vayrynen and the Center are victims of 
Statistical probability. A factual document similar to 
Vayrynen’s letter could have befallen many other par- 
ties, but the likelihood is less. 


The combination of Agrarian League and Center Party 
did its best to acquire as broad a hold as possible on the 
formulation of Finnish-Soviet relations. The Center 
Party has also been the party of many Finnish politicians 
who favored Finlandization, in both the good and the 
bad sense of that word. 


For years, Center Party politicians did their utmost to 
prevent other parties from playing cards on 
Tehtaankatu. Now the party is surprised by the revela- 
tion of how it, and not other parties, played the game. 


Several inflamm.tory articles in which lynch law lives 
have also appeared during the Vayrynen debate. Accu- 
sations of treason and other crimes are entirely out of 
line in this case. 


No one whose opinion is respected has called on Vay- 
rynen to accept responsibility for anything other than 
what is measured as political trustworthiness. The future 
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will disclose what the voters think: Caa you condemn the 
phenomenon withoul disapproving its expression? Can 
you accept a person’s conduct without accepting the 
entire phenomenon” 


In light of Vayrynen’s contradictory accounts, the ques- 
tion could also be asked: Would you buy a used car from 
this man? 


This article about the Center was born out of sympathy 
and in the futile hope that someone from the party's own 
ranks would publicly express a view a little different 
from the rest. 


We began with the Constitution Committee. We will end 
there, 100, repeating its words about the incommensura- 
bility of politics and jurisprudence: 


An act 1s not criminal just because it 1s obyectionable. An 
act 18 not acceptable just because 11 1s iegal. 


* Vayrynen ‘Bothered’ 
WENOOYSD Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT 
in Finnish 25 Oct 89 p 10 


[Article: “New Historiography Bothers Paavo Vayry- 
nen” ] 

[Text] Paavo Vayrynen, chairman of Finland's Center, 1s 
upset by the use of historiography as a political tool. 
Vayrynen discussed the relationship between politics 


and historiography at a gathering arranged by Center 
students at Helsinki University’s Porthan lecture hall. 


“There 1s a systematic attempt to rewrite Finnish history 
by harping on trivial matters. Those who lambasic 
Kekkonen and the Kekkonen era ignore the strange 
phenomena of the present day,” held Vayrynen, who was 
questioned by the students. 


In the Center leader's opinion, formation of the current 
Socialist/Conservative government in the spring of 1987 
was a more flagrant crime against parliamentary law 
than Kekkonen’s so-called whiplash parliamentanianism. 
Vayryncn also considers the Wartsila mess a sign of the 
times. 


Vayrynen suspects that former eras are vilified in order 
to make the present situation look good. In his view, an 
effort is thereby made to muddle people's ideas about the 
birth and continuity of Finnish foreign policy. According 
to Vayrynen, it was Kekkonen who created neutrality, 
not J.K. Paasikivi. Finland's favorable arrangements in 
foreign trade are also thanks to Kekkonen. 


Vayrynen thinks that a change in foreign policy is 
hankered afier by the same right-wing conspiracy that 
was behind the recent uproar surrounding the 
Viadimirov letter. 


The roughly 300 students who came to see Dr Vayrynen 
were mostly content to listen to lecturelike answers; 
Vayrynen did not get a torrent of tough questions. The 
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atmosphere did not become homey. even though the 
Porthan lecture hall reserved for Vayrynen was smaller 
than the one for President Mauno Koivisto, who had 


appeared in the same building in the spring. 


The audience's interest was aroused by such topics as 
European integration and financial aid to students as 
well as the letter controversy. 


Vayrynen believes that the Europe debate has been 
dominated by “Europhoria.” which has muddied the 
goals of Finland and the European Community. In his 
opinion, Finland must carefully consider whether it will 
profit from freedom of movement of services. capital. 
and work force. 


Vayrynen adopted a cautious attitude toward far- 
reaching integration and even considered it unlikely. He 
would support selective integration, in which the right of 
foreigners to own property in Finland would be 
restricted as much as possible. 


Vayrynen does not like the idea of correcting the man- 
power shortage by bringing in guest workers. In his view, 
the taxpayers would be forced to pay the expense of 
providing the immigrants with services in their own 
language. Social problems would also increase. 


* Charges Countered 
QWENOOOSE Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT 
in Finnish 1 Nov 89 p 13 


{[Article: “Vayrynen Wants To Clear His Reputation in 
Statement ‘| Deny Having Acted in Any Way Against 
Interests of Country, Center Leader Tells Constitution 
Committee” ] 


[Text] Center Chairman Paavo Vayrynen says that his 
negotiations with a Soviet representative, Minister 
Councillor Viktor Viadimirov, in 1981 were politically 
and morally irreproachable. 


Vayrynen made his statement on Tuesday to the Consti- 
tution Committee, which is investigating whether Vay- 
rynen acted against the country’s interests during his 
term as foreign affairs minister in the early 1980's. A writ 
of complaint has been filed against Vayrynen by parlia- 
mentary representatives Kimmo Sasi (Conservative 
Party), Paivi Varpasuo (Conservative Party), Heikki 
Rinne (Social Democratic Party), Eero Palohecimo 
(Greens), and Urpo Leppanen [(Vade?)]. Yayrynen 
emphasizes that during the talks he acted as party 
chairman, not as foreign affairs minister. Vayrynen says 
in his statement that the ministerial responsibility law 
cannot be applied in any way to his case because there 
was no question of acting officially as a minister. 


Thorough Report 


Vayrynen subniitted his thorough, 8-page report to the 
committee on Tuesday. He was questioned by the com- 


mittee for an hour and a half. 
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After hearing Vayrynen, the commitice decided to call 
Seppo Tiitinen (Center Party), chicf of Security Police. 
as an experi. A summons to appear before the commitiec 
18 also being issued to Ahti Karjalainen. but the com- 
mittee guessed beforehand that Karjalainen would not 
be available for questioning because of his siate of 
health. Karjalainen’s stand-in is the writer of his mem- 
oirs, Dr Jukka Tarkka. In addition, the committee will 
hear an official from the trade policy division of the 
Foreign Affairs Ministry and an expert on constitutional 
and criminal law. 


Representatives of the Center insist that the commitice 
also question Kalevi Sorsa, former chairman of the 
Social Democratic Party. The committee did not make a 
decision on this matter. 


Vayrynen’s statement is scheduled for discussion next 
week so that the committee can take up the Wartsila 
report concerning Ilkka Suominen (Conservative Party) 
and Pertti Salolainen (Conservative Party). 


Vayrynen Cites Documents 


Vayrynen released his statement on Tuesday and 
answered reporters’ questions at his own press confer- 
ence. 


He criticized the writ for not containing a specific charge 
and wondered whether his came under the munisterial 
responsibility law at all. 


Vayrynen pointed out that the committee has at its 
disposal the letter he wrote to Karjalainen—pubiished 
without his permission—his 8-page report, and 
Viadimirov's interview comments. 


Vayrynen says that he and Viadimirov differ in their 
accounts of which party took the imitiative in their 
relationship. 


“In view of how Viadimirov usually operates, there is no 
support for claims that | took the initiative and sought 
his help in September 1981,” said Vayrynen. 


Speaking about Viadimirov’s activities, he alluded to 
three sources: Antti Blafield’s and Pekka Vuoristo's 
works “Sorsan suuri rooli” [Sorsa’s Major Role] and 
“Kun valia vaihtui” [When Power Changed], and the 
pseudonymous Saturday Society book “Tamminieren 
pesanjakajat™ [Those Who Divided Up Tammunicemi). 
“The press has also published one or two interesting 
things over the years.” said Vayrynen. 


The notion that Vayrynen actively promoted Kar- 
jalainen’s presidential campaign finds no support in 
these documents, according to Vayrynen. 

Vayrynen also repeated his opinion that President 
Mauno Koivisto has given “false evidence” that Vayry- 


nen’s letter was quoted correctly in SUOMEN 
KUVALEHTI at the end of August. 
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According to Vayrynen, SUOMEN KUVALEHTI's 
erroneous quotation was a “premeditated act by which 
an attempt was made to manipulate the reaction of the 
press.” 


Vayrynen pointed out that the “quiet penod im Finn- 
ish-Soviet relations mentioned in the letter meant the 
unpaid visit of then Prime Minister Mauno Koivisto to 
Moscow. 


Better Not To Speak 


Vayrynen is still deliberating whether to take legal action 
against SUOMEN KUVALEHTI., which printed Vayry- 
nen’s letter to Karjalainen without permission. 


Vayrynen defended his decision not to publish the letter 
on the grounds that it would not have been in the best 
interest of the public. 


By suppressing the letter, Vayrynen stressed that he had 
“sacrificed himself” in order to avoid genesis of a debate 
in wh-ch the activity of Soviet representatives, who are 
linked to Finland's recent history, would come under 
public scrutiny. 


“It's not good for these matters to be analyzed all over 
the place.” emphasized Vayrynen. 


Vayrynen was stiil unable to say whether publication of 
the letter had been harmful. “The immediate future will 
show whether these events of recent history are discussed 
in a manner I find desirable.” 


Vayrynen emphasized to reporters that he would no 
longer participate in such a debate because the political 
situation and the Soviet leadership have changed. 


He pointed out that the year 1981 was exceptional 
because Kekkonen’s long presidency was coming to an 
end. “At that time, there was a certain way to handle 
foreign affairs. Whether it was the country’s way 1s just a 
matter of word choice,” said Vayrynen. 


He himself emphasized that in that situation he was just 
a “relatively minor cog in a power politics Campaign in 
which all the parties participated.” 


* Vayrynen Exceeded ‘Limits’ 
WOE NOOYSF Helsinki HELSINGIN SANOMAT 
in Finnish 8 Now 89 p 14 


{Article: “Constitution Commitice Questions Jukka 
Tarkka in Vayrynen Controversy: ‘Paavo Vayrynen 
Went Beyond Limits of National Propricty’] 


{Text} Chairman Paavo Vayrynen’s actions in the 
autumn of 1981 exceeded the limits of national pro- 
prety, says Dr Jukka Tarkka. 


Vayrynen’s own explanation to the Constitution Com- 
mittee does not convince Tarkka that Vayrynen acted 
properly in his discussions with Legation Councillor 
Viktor Viadimirov in the autumn of 1981. 
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Even tho. zh you cannot pinpoint aspects of Vayrynen’s 
conduct that are contrary to the letter of the law. 
according to Tarkka, very important questions con- 
cerning political morality are rarsed. 


Vayrynen’s “trial” 1s a public debate in which the voters 
serve 2s judges. according to Tarkka. 


Tarkka appeared on Tuesday as an expert before the 
Constitution Committee, which discussed the complaint 
filed against Vayrynen in accordance with the ministe- 


nal responsibility law. 


The committee had originally wanted to question Dr 
Ahti Karjalainen, but the latter has been prevented from 
appearing for reasons of health. Tarkka has written 
Karjalainen’s memoirs, in connection with which the 
letter to Karjalainen concerning discussions between 
Vayrynen and Viadimirov came before the public eye. 


In addition, the committee heard Under Secretary of 
State Ake Wihtol and Security Police assistant chief 
Seppo Pylkkanen. Security Police chief Seppo Titinen, 
summoned to appear before the commitice, was on 
vacation. 


Committee members felt that the experts did not iniro- 
duce any noteworthy new data or viewpoints. 


Some people have asked whether committee member 
Johannes Virolainen (Center) should be disqualified 
because he was a party to the events of 1981. The 
committee's sessions are prolonged noticeably by Viro- 
lainen’s personal recollections. 


For his part, Virolainen has moved that the committee 
also question Kalevi Sorsa. former chairman of the 
Social Democratic Party. Interrogation of the Center's 
Harn Holker: and Ilkka Suominen was suggested carlier. 
However, committee representatives from government 
parties have flatly reyected these proposals. Interrogation 
of former Finance Minister Ahti Pekkala has also been 


proposed. 


Foreign Affairs Minister and KGB Officer 


In the testimony he gave on Tuesday. Tarkka calls into 
question statements by Vayrynen in which the latter 
denies having negotiated with Viadimirov as forcign 
affairs minister. 


According to Tarkka. the structure of the letier Vayrynen 
wrote and the corroboratory statements he ‘nade before 
the committee clearly show that 11 all boiled down to an 
exchange of ideas between the Center Party chairman. 
who then served as Finland's foreign affairs minister, 
and a KGB officer. who then served as diplomatic 
representative of the Soviet Union, in which was out- 
lined how the Sovict Union could influence Finland's 
internal affairs. 
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Tarkka observes that Vayrynen proposed one and 
Viadimirov offered two possible modes of action whose 
purpose was to focus Soviet activity on influencing the 
Center Party's domestic nomination of candidates. 


Tarkka also sees contradictions between Vayrynen’s 
explanation and Viadimirov's interview comments. He 
notes that Viadimuirov says he considered all the presi- 
dential candidates equal, while Vayrynen claims 
Viadimirov said that the Sovict Union plainly favored 
Karjalainen over Koivisto. 


Tarkka wonders why Vayrynen did not report to Mauno 
Koivisto, who served as prime minister, that part of the 
conversation which dealt with the visit of the 
affairs minister to Moscow. According to Tarkka, 
reporting it would have been in accordance with cstab- 
lished custom, because ultimate responsibility for for- 
eign policy had shifted to the prime minister because of 
the president's iliness. 


Tarkka points out that the explanation Vayrynen gave to 
the Constitution Committee was written more than cight 
years after the conversation with Viadimirov. He 
emphasizes that the letter written the day after the 
conversation must be considered a more reliable source 
than defensive statements made cight years later. 


Norway 


* Admiral Warns Against Naval Force Reductions 


QOENO0138A Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 
4 Dec 8997 


{Article by Olav Trygge Storvik: “Skepticism Con- 
cerning Naval Force Reduction™] 


[Text] “We should be extremely careful about entering 
mto negotiations on naval force reductions.” warned 
Rolf E. Pedersen, Naval Chief of Staff. 


Pedersen is very skeptical about the repeated Sovict 
campaigns to bring naval forces into the general arms 
reduction talks. The Soviets have even hinted that 
results at the negotiating table in Vienna will depend on 
western concessions al sca 


Supremacy 


“We must remember that this is a question of a conti- 
nental power, the Soviet Union, with its internally- 
protected supply lines versus the NATO alliance which is 
totally dependent on the sea. This means that we must be 
able to establish naval supremacy along our vital ocean 
transport routes. Therefore, at the very least NATO 
should have a defense that is capable of securing trans- 
atlantic navigation channels and adjacent coastal areas. 
This capability should be almost entirely separate from 
ihe level of tension in Europe because other conflicts 
may arise that are impossible to foresee at this time. 
Therefore, we should have an overall defense that is 
capable of dealing with the kind of insecurity that will 
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always cxrst. But of course 1 may be possible to reduce 
individual viements if we are talking about mutual 
reductions. However, i would like to point out that from 
a hestorical perspective naval reduction has never been 
very successful nor has 1 guaranteed a more peaceful 
world.” 


Expansion Continues 


Rear Adm Pedersen said that even aficr Gorbachev 
came to power developments in the Sovict Union indi- 
cate that Moscow 1s aiming at achieving naval 
supremacy im adjacent arcas, which means the Barents 
Sea and the Norweg:an Sea in our part of the world. 


“In spite of glasnost and perestroyka, Gorbachev's policy 
has had no impact on the Sovict naval patiern.” said 
Pedersen. 


“The Sovict Navy's cxpansion program simply con- 
tinues as before and Gorbachev does not seem to have 
canceled any of the construction programs for the Sovict 
naval forces. These are the realities we professional 
military people must take into account. Al this time we 
see that the Sovict Union ts getting rid of many old ships 
that have hardly any combat value while at the same 
tume its fleets are being supplied with effective new 
vessels as far as both size and weaponry are concerned.” 


More Aircraft Carriers 


“If there 1s a move toward a reduction of the American 
involvement in Europe as a result of detente, ocean 
transport routes will also be considerably more impor- 
tant than they are today. The indications that the British 
are now considering a reorientation of their defense 
effort im the direction of a maritime strategy should 
probably be seen in light of their fear of lying within the 
area where the Soviet North Fleet has the capacity to cut 
off transoceanic communications. The same also applies 
to us.” 


Pedersen pointed out that within a few years the Soviet 
Union will have more aircraft carriers. It 1s expected that 
the carrer “Thlisi” will be transferred from the Black 
Sea to the North Fleet next year. Another new aircraft 
carrier, the “Riga,” 1s already under construction and the 
Soviets recently released the name of a third arrcraft 
carrier. 


The presence of a fullscale aircraft carrier in the northern 
area creates a new situation for Norway, but Pedersen 
declined to comment on whether Norway—in coopera- 
tion with its allics—should implement concrete mea- 
sures to mect this situation. 


“| will put it this way. We certainly should not reduce 
our military forces. In addition, we should maintain the 
training patiern we and our allies have had in adjacent 
waters for it is quite clear that with a Soviet aircraft 
carrier im the north that can operate in an advanced 
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position in the Norwegian Sca. there will be a real 
confrontation zone in our immediate vicinity.” Pedersen 
said. 


* Policy Analyst on Pressure From Soviets 


QENOI138B Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norweeian 
4 Dec 89 p 2 


[Guest Commentary by Nils Orvik: first paragraph 1s 
AFTENPOSTEN introduction] 


[Text] Is Norway under political pressure from the 
Soviet Union? If so, what is the pressure aimed at’ What 
methods are being used and how can a small country 
defend itself against political pressure” 


President Gorbachev has delivered two big speeches. 
one in Murmansk in October 1987 and another in 
Helsinki a few weeks ago. Prime Minister Nikolay 
Ryzhkov came to Oslo in 1988 with proposals for 
bilateral cooperation that were reminiscent of both the 
“gray zone agreement™ of 1978 and the first big 
offensive against Svalbard and Bjornoya in 1944. 
Although Gorbachev included most of the countries in 
the northern region in his speeches, it 1s clear that his 
mvitation to participate in various forms of bilateral 
cooperation was addressed ©. Norway in particular. 


What is he aiming at? Gorbachev's forcign policy objec- 
tive 1s the “divide and rule” method, an oid Russian 
tradition that dates from far back in the czarist period. 
His upgrading of the “joint European house™ and coop- 
eration among the European nations strengthens the 
concept of the United States as a “non-European coun- 
try” that should preferably put its own house in order 
elsewhere. In the Murmansk speech the United States 
appeared as something remote and irrelevant, far from 
the real northern region that includes the Sovict Union 
and the little ring of small Nordic countries. A system of 
several sets of bilateral cooperation agreements would 
facilitate the divide and rule method used in relation to 
the individual countries. The somewhat clumsy proposal 
to use the Nordic Council as an upgraded cooperation 
organ would serve the same purpose by turning parties 
and parliaments in the various Nordic countrics against 
their governments and cach other, cach with a band of 
various kinds of pressure groups, coordinated on a 
Nordic basis and used in various combinations in the 
individual Scandinavian countries. The method is 
known from other countries, especially Finland. The fact 
that his last big speech was delivered in Finland may 
mean that he envisions an especially important role for 
the Finns in the new orientation of the “Nordic house,” 
which will now include the Soviet Union. 


Pressure 


Gorbachev's two speeches in the northern region 
expressed long-range perspectives, no reason for anxi- 
ety—these arc things we should look at in the future. 
This was true of the proposal for a Nordic nuclear-free 
zone, which he now calls the “Finnish proposal.” despite 
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the fact that «t was brought up by Nikita Kinrushchev in 
August 1959. 4 years before Kekkonen took nu up. Then 
there were the four major points relating to an arms 
reduction agreement on occan-based strategic forces in 
the North Atlantic that he also emphasized in the Mur- 
mansk speech 2 years ago. The pressure rs there, bul so 
far it 1s still gentic, verled—soothing. 


Four days later, on 30 Octcber. came the first artillery 
salvo which in my opinion marks the beginning of a 
period of stronger pressure. General N. Chervov's 
attack on the Norwegian Government, obviously coor- 
dinated with General S. Akhormeyev. former chief of 
the Soviet Defense Staff, struck an aggressive, almost 
threatening tone. Chervov accused Norway of “empha- 
sizing NATO's armed forces, in spite of global rap- 
prochement"' We are escalating tension in the 
northern region. The Soviet Union is alarmed by the 
reyection of the proposal to remove all nuclear weapons 
from the region and Norway's “intense cfforts to 
counteract arms reduction.” 


The substance and the way 11 1s presented are well known 
from Sovict political offensives in other countries. In the 
beginning they allow other highly placed people to fire 
the first shots. Somewhat later people with political 
responsibility step in, express their deep concern and 
suggest further steps “to reduce tension and secure 
peace.” Little by little the escalation spiral rises. At the 
same time suggestions are made about the need for the 
“target country” to make concessions and do things to 
lower the tension it has created with its irresponsible 
words and actions! 


Norway 1s moving into such a period and i 1s high time 
to ask how the authorities in a small country should react 
to political pressure from a major power. The first 
requirement 1s that no accusations or charges should 
ever be accepted in meck and submissive silence. A 
responsible and correct response to statements like those 
made by General Chervov is a strong rejection of such 
accusations within 48 hours as improper and irrespon- 
sible in relation to a friendly neighboring country. A 
remincer should also be issued that such attempts to 
heighten tension concern the alliance as well as Norway 
and that—if they are repeated—this could lead to con- 
sultations on the part of NATO. 


In most cases if 1s as correct to reply directly and 
spontancously as it 1s wrong not to respond. One can put 
it this way, that for every time we respond to such 
challenges, we raise the level a little bit higher. Each time 
we do not respond, it automatically moves a similar 
fraction to a degree lower. Prime Minister Syse gave a 
good illustration of this in his TV comment on Gor- 
bachev's speech in Finland when he called for a proposal 
to make reductions in the heavily-armed Soviet military 
forces in the northern region cast of Norway. The next 
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day Gorbachev produced an obviously improvised add:- 
tion concerning a future reduction of troops and tanks mm 
the Leningrad area. It works’ But the reactions must be 
loud, clear, and definite. 


It 1s now increasingly obvious that the 3 years under a 
minority Labor Party government have also been costly 
with regard to security policy credibility as well as the 
realities of our own national defense and our NATO 
preparedness. The preference for the EFTA instcad of 
the EC and for verbal defense instead of total defense has 
placed us on a neutralist sliding scale where the Sovicts 
see a possibility that political pressure could produce 
results. For example, would anyone have imagined just a 
few years ago that we would receive the kind of threats 
China made when the peace prize was awarded to the 
Dalai Lama” Hardly' 


* Population Fluctuations Cited, Analyzed 
36390119 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 
28 Dec 89 p 3 


[Article by Sylvi Leander: “Population Growth Half 
That of Last Year} 


[Text] The baby boom in Norway 1s leveling out, and we 
must go back to war times to find such a low population 
growth ratc. At the same time, a recent poll indicates that 
many Norwegians are settling abroad. 


If all heads in the Kingdom of Norway were counted at 
the turn of the new year, we would get a total of 
4,232,000. This is indicated by Central Burcau of Statis- 
tics’ estimates. The number means a modest increase of 
11,300 people, approximately half of last year's increase. 


We must go back to 1941 to find a correspondingly low 
population increase. 

The main reason for this is the change confronting the 
country in the balance between those moving in and 
those moving out. While only 19.800 people emigrated 
in 1988, this year [1989] there were 26.500 men and 
women who left the country. It is true that 24,500 people 
came the opposite way, but this still yields a loss of 2,000 
people. One must go all the way back to the mid-siaties 
to find a corresponding net emigration from the country. 


The lack of balance is attributable to a combination of 
the rise in emigration and a reduction in immigration. 
Immigration has gone down by 5,500 people in | year. 


More Births 


Those who remained in the old country didn't lay 
completely idly by. In all, $8,300 births were recorded. 
This 1s an increase of 800 compared to the previous year. 
The increase is modest in comparison with the baby 
boom of 1988. Then, birth statistics were up 3,500 
compared with 1987. 
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In contrast, the number of deaths seems to be stable with 
about 45.000 deaths in 1989. The natural population 
growth 1s figured from that to be 13.300 people. 


Strong Vieans’ 
“The basic reason for our low population growth 1s that 


too few babies are born.” says researcher Helge Brunborg 
at the Central Burcau of Statistics. 


“Should we desire another result. the number can first 
and foremost be influenced through higher immigration. 
To arrive at a higher birth figure has, until now, not been 
on the political agenda. In order to accomplish this, 11 1s 
necessary to employ far stronger means than have been 
ined until now.” says Brunborg. 


From the presen: ‘igures, 1 looks as though this year's 
fertility figure will cond up about 1.9 children per woman 
of childbearing age. This 1s a small increase, but all the 
same not cnough to keep the population in balance in the 
long term. We must up this figure to 2.1 in order not to 
reach null growth in the long term. A precondition for 
this 1s that there 1s no immigration surplus. 


Brunborg feels that the reason we have had a nct emi- 
gration this year 1s related to the labor market im 
Norway. Many Norwegians as well as foreigners have 
emigraicd as a consequence of unemployment. 


Sweden 


* East Bloc Developments Alter Threat Picture 
YOR NO126C Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER 
in Swedish 3 Dec 89 p 2 


[Editorial: “Defense With an Unclear Threat Picture] 


[Text] The previous commission on defense wrote in its 
report on security policy thal any important changes 
within the Warsaw Pact did not seem very likely in the 
foreseeable future 


That was 4 years ago. One ventures to guess that the 
current commission on defense will choose different 
wording in its security policy report, which 1s expected 
during the last half of January. 


A great many things have happened in the Soviet Umion 
and its neighboring East European countries since 1985. 
So far the changes have been mainly political, but i 1s 
hard to see how they could fail to have military reper- 
cussions as well, 


This applies especially to the swift emancipation of 
Poland, Hungary. the GDR, and, just recently, Czecho- 
slovakia. Even if those countries do not pull out of the 
Warsaw Pact. it 1s hardly likely that they could be 
counted among the Sovict Union's allies if there were an 
offensive war. And at the same time, on the Soviet side, 
there 1s an obvious effort to cut back on the USSR’'s 
cxapensive commitments in Central Europe. 
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A thaw has also occurred in relations between the two 
superpowers. Ore should not draw any conclusions m 
advance concerning the summit mecting in Malta or the 
ongoing disarmament talks in Vienna. The shared 
interest in reducing tension between the two military 
alliances in Europe that has been ma fested so far 1s. 


however, a good sign. 


But the situaivon 1s more complicaicd than that. Devel- 
opments in the Sovect Union im recent years have been 
difficult to predict, and a good prognosis for the 1990's rs 
not possible. Bul the signs we have seen so far indicate 
clearly that the Soviet determination to play a role as a 
leading nuclear power still cxrsts. If so. 11 may mean that 
interest has shifted from Central Europe to our own 
immediate vicinity. Murmansk 1s the most important 
base for Soviet nucicar-armed submarines. which play a 
crucial role in the balance of terror 


It cannnot be an casy task for the commission on 
defense to describe the threat picture whech, at least in 
theory, should form the basis for its upcoming pro- 
posals. Instcad, the commission's main task will be to 
emphasize Sweden's will to keep contributing even in 
the future to stability in the Nordic region, which 
presumably 1s going to find itself in an mmcreasingly 
exposed position from the military strategrc point of 
view. That view 1s shared by our nearest neighbors, 
Norway and Finland, both of which are busily beefing 
up their defense capability. 


Defense policy decisions have long-term effects. From 
the damage done by the defense decisions of 1968 and 
1972, we should have learned not to let changes im the 
rest of the world influence our defense appropriation 
levels too quickly. The serious shoricomings exrsting in 
the Swedish Armed Forces, especially in the Army, can 
be explained to a large extent by the “hibernation” that 
followed the budget reductions back then. 


Just to remedy the shortcomings in its Armed Forces, 
Sweden is compelled to get out of step with those 
countnes now reducing their defense spending. Untike 
the others. we have kept our defense spending ai a 
constant level in real terms for the past 20 years. During 
that same period, room has been made for improved 
conscript benefits and beticr real salaries for defense 


employees. 


Most of that has been done at the cxpense of materic! 
procurement and maintenance. In 1968, materiel repre- 
sented 38 percent of defense spending. and 1 now stands 
at around 22 or 23 percent. But at Ieast that was the 
result of conscious decisions. Even worse is the situation 
resulting from inadequate maintenance, meaning that 
the materiel we have procured 1s unusable or not avail- 
able in the depots. At a defense conference sponsored by 
the Liberal Party [FP] on Thursday, Major General 
Helge Gard of the Defense Materiel Administration 
estimated that filling those previously concealed gaps in 
the Army's depots would cost a dizzying sum of between 
10 bilhon and 13 billion kronor. 
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No wonder a credibility gap has arisen between defense 
polstscians and the military. FY tember of Parhament 
Hans Lindblad’s declared disivest of the OB [Com- 
mandcr in Chic of the Armed Forces] institution 1s duc 
largely to the fact that the caustence of those shoricom- 
ings has long been denied mm meistary quarters. Even the 
critscrsm from Carl Johan Aberg. chairman of the com- 
mission on defense. concerning poor cflicrency 1s 
directed at the OB, although ut has to do mainly with the 
latter's request for an annual appropriation increase of 3 
percent im real terms. 


The Armed Forces are not gomng to gct that much. But 
the government, which im fact has committed self to 
gorng ahead with devclopment of the JAS aircraft, ought 
not to be entirely out of sympathy with the sca of an 
appropriation increase. (nherwise. both the Army and 
the Navy wall be forced into such catensive cutbacks that 
they will have no reasonable chance of carrying out their 
missions. And after a cuthack like that. there would 
scarcely be room for at least 5 months of compulsory 
mulitary service, which the minister of defense has made 
a key clement of Social Democratic ideology. 


* Domestic Arms Industry Seen Vulnerable 
WE NO126B Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER 
in Swedish 25 Now 89 p & 


[Article by Anders Ohman] 


[Text] “The Swedish Armed Forces must first decide 
what kind of defense materic! they need for the 1990's. 
Once the OB [commander in chicf of the Armed Forces] 
has told us that, we in the industry will be able to take 
care of structuring ourselves.” 


That 1s what DAGENS NYHETER was told by the head 
of FFV [National Defense Industries] Ordnance. Borye 
Olsson. 


“The OB seems to have underestimated our ability to 
figure out our own problems. But rst he must decide 
what he wants,” says Borje Olsson, who would like to see 
more plain speaking in the debate. 


“If the Armed Forces get less money, several firms will 
have to close their doors and Iet their employees go. This 
should be plainly stated instead of talking vaguely about 
‘restructurings, says the FFV chief, 


OB Warning 


In the current debate over the cconomic crisis mm the 
Armed Forces, OB Bengt Gustafsson has warned of 
sharply reduced defense industry. The OB wants a 
restructuring, mergers, and a creative new approach in 
response to a continuing decline in defense appropria- 
tions. The defense industry employs about 35,000 
peopic, about 26,000 of whom work on defense matericl. 
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Crucial Decision 


The FFV's management docs 90; feel that the debate 
about a crisis im the defense industry has affected the 
firm so far. Along wcth Nobel Industries, the state-owned 
FFV 1s among the firms that are expected to survive even 
if economic levels in defense drop further. There 1s a 
good backlog of orders. There 1s plenty of time between 
now and 1990 to analyze the situation. 


The next defense decision—in 1991—will be crucial to 
the industry's prospects. The structural rssuc has been 
settled. Bofors manufactures guns and missiles, while the 
FFV sticks to flat trajectory weapons and small arms 
ammunition. The manufacture of ammunition and 
lighter weapons will be necessary as long as Sweden has 
military forces. 


FFV Ordnance manufactured | 7 billion kronor worth of 
defense matericl in 1988 and exported 62 percent of that. 
Exports would increase sharply if there were no restric- 
tions on Swedish arms exports. But without orders from 
the Swedish Armed Forces, the FFV would not survive. 
It 1s a matter of credibility. 


“We would find it hard to sell materiel that had not been 
approved by the Swedish Armed Forces.” says Lof 
Nimander, head of the Marketing Department. 


An ideal situation for the FFV would be for half of its 
production to remain in Sweden, with the other half 
being sold for export. A total ban on arms exports would 
mean an entirely new business situation. 


The FFV sees other threats in the future. The defense 
industry 1s growing smaller worldwide. Honcywell in the 
United States and Philips in Holland have stopped 
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manufacturing military products. Competition ts 
growing keener in a time of disarmament and detente. 


(€ ooperation 


What 1s lacking 1s development projects for the 1990's. 
Developing ncw “capons costs a lot of moncy. The 
FFV's AT-4 light antsutank weapon cost about 75 millon 
kronor to develop m the carly 1980's. 


Developing a similar antitank weapon today would cost 
10 tumes that much. To reduce development costs. the 
defense indusiry must cooperate across micrnational 
borders. The FFV's management 1s cagerly awaiting the 
government's war matericl report, which will recom- 
mend rules governing such cooperation. 


* Agency To Assume JAS Crash Costs 


YE NO126D Stockholm DAGENS NYHFTER 
in Swedish 1 Dec 89 p 6 


[Text] (TT}—The FMV [Defense Materiel Administra- 
tron}, which «s the state's representative on the JAS 
aircraft project, has received the government's permis- 
s1on to sign an agreement with the JAS Industrial Group 
to pay | billion kronor, that being the cost of the crash by 
the first JAS-39 Gripen test plane. according to an 
announcement by the Ministry of Defense. 


The sum of | bilhon kronor will be taken from the 
reserves allocated as part of the project's budget. 


Series-produced aircraft of the JAS type will cost about 
100 million kronor cach. The total cost of developing the 
aircrafi is estimated at 20 billion kronor, including 13 
billion for the firms making up the JAS Industrial 
Ciroup 
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* Figures in Papandreou Entourage Assessed 


* Personalities Listed 


WESO02644 Athens KIRIAKATIAI ELEN THEROTIPI 
in Greek 3 Dec 89 pp 15-16 


[Article by Vang Koutouzrs] 


[Text] Following the Panhelienic Socialist M wement 
[PASOK] Central Commutice’s extraordinary mecting 
and, possibly, the decision to support the all-party coa- 
lution government, the press reached the conclusson that 
the PASOK 1s changing its face. 


If thes assessment 1s valid, then such a change cannot be 
unrelated to the persons who affect A. Papandreou's 
thinking. These persons are not the same as those seen 
up to now. 


In the [Papandreou] Ekali residence we find a new 
“yoning arrangement,” even outside the Mirtia Strect 
villa. 


The “Twins” 


Kostas Lahotrs and Andon Livanis remain a central 
and stable duo in formulating the options and reaching 
decisions by A. Papandreou. K. Laliotis seems to have 
some pre-eminence as “first among equals.” 


“Friends” of both of them speak of a “balance of terror.” 
They fear cach other but in the end they “come together™ 
to promote solutions that serve their own objectives 


They Know 


The same sources say that Lalotss and Livanis not only 
knew about the “solution of necessity,” i.c., the support 
of the all-party coalition government, but had recom- 
mended it to A. Papandreow long before the second 
exploratory mandate had proved frurticss. 


Tilemakhos Khitiris is just one step behind Lalotis and 
Livanis. He moves in tandem with Lalotis and 1s next to 
Papandreou on a 24-hour basis. It 1s not an accident that 
Lahotis and Khitiris were with Papandreou during the 
discussions with other political leaders in the context of 
exploratory mandates and at the press conferences which 


Influence 


Akis Tzokhatzopoulos sees Papandreou often but docs 
not have the influence the aforementioned have. 


Giannis Pottakis has good relations with Papandreou 
and enjoys his respect. His “stock” went up following his 
speech in the Chamber of Deputies during the first 
discussion of the Koskotas scandal, when “he did not shy 


away from supporting” Papandreou. 


Giorgos Katsifaras, who had been put aside for some 
time, moving between Papandreou and his [former] wife 
Margaret, 1s trying to get back, but 1s not doing very well. 
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These Going “Down™ 
K. Skandalidis 1s going downhill following the article 
against Leon. Kirkos in | XORMISI whose editor he ss. 


Those whe know say he “can still bear Papandrcou's 
shouts.” 


Angela Kokkola scidom secs Papandrcou and. of course. 
has no mput m his decrssoms. Mikhalis Ziangas sees 


Papandrcou cven Icss frequently. 


Ap. Kaklamanis received the message that “now that he 
has become a cabinct minister be must be very busy and 
should not take up Papandrceou’s time.” 


Nakos Kotopoulis, who had become a “confidant” for a 
ume duce to the fnendship of hic wife Voula with 
Dhimitra Liani-Papandrcou, 1s now limited, for 
insiarce, to sending best wishes as on Papandrcou's 
name day. 


Simitss and Gennimatas (here our information about 
“Papandreou'’s men™ ends) never cnyoyed Papandreou's 
“affection” —although Gennimatas’ “stock” seems to be 
on the rise. 


Some of Papandreou's advisors mentioned above, while 
formally reported to be promoting leftist solutrons and 
options, mn their private talks and recommendations to 


am ca a “st might be a good idea to 
promote cooperation with modernized clements of the 
right.” 


They do not risk naming those “modernizers” and 
justify their recommendation by saying that “im Greece 
the communist lefi is finished.” 


Papandreou, however, does not like these recommenda- 
tions because he continucs to seck Cooperation with “the 
leftust forces beyond the PASOK.” 


* Comments on Winners 


WESO264B Athens KIRIAKATIAT ELEVTHEROTIPIA 
in Greck 26 Now 8&9 p 6 


[Article by Makis Yiombazohas] 


[Excerpts] Developments before and after the formation 
of the three-party coalition government and new pros- 
pects for political confrontation opening up have their 
effect on the “image” and “within-party” points of the 
Panhellenic Socialist Movement [PASOK] Icading 
cadres. 


—It 1s generally agreed that A. Papandreou succeeded in 
restoring his personal prestige, which had been seri- 
ously damaged in the preceding months, by chim- 
nating any trace of challenge to his leadership and 
resuming a decisive role in the country’s political 
developments. 


—It 1s believed that Y. Yennimatas has gained signifi- 
cant “points” for his contribution to the coalition 
government and for taking over the top economic 
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Ministry of National Economy. Since be wall work 
with Greek Communnst Party [KKE] coonomrt | 
Dhragasakis, he will likely have the opportunity to 
prove. im government action. the possibilities for gov- 
eramenial cooperation between the PASOK and the 
KKE Such cooperation rs Yennimatas’ final choice. 


—It 1s beheved that K. Lahotes 1s very high om the party 
and may be moving even higher because he 1s consid- 
ered to be the basic “architect” of the PASOK clec- 
toral tactics as one of Papandrcou’s main mmicriocutors 
during final critecal consultations and as a contributor 
to Papandreou's final options. {1 should be noted that 
Lahotrs was and 1s in favor of cooperation between the 
PASOK and the Coalition of the Left and 
cooperation which he docs not rule out for the future. 


—"Points” for other reasons, inside and outside the 
party, appears to have been gained by P. Oikonomou, 
the youngest of the old members of the PASOK 
Frecutive Bureau, who rs respected for hrs sharp mind 
and whose publicly presented views (on the “plus onc™ 
and the all-party coalitron government) were borne 
out, no matter whether by accident or not. 


—A steadily satisfactory level of influence for different 
reasons 1s enjoyed by K. Simitss who was reported to 
support solutions of wider concession, especially im 
the economy, A. Tzokhatzopoulos who took over a 
significant cabinet post especially in partisan and 
electoral terms, and Y. Papandreou who received 
some verbal blows from those who regarded as theat- 
recal his attack on AVRIANI, which, however, witrs- 
fied those who do not like this newspaper and which, 
m any event, made his presence felt with a serious 
imtervention al a critecal moment. 


The “Reserves” 


—To the position of “golden and unspoiled reserves” 
remain or were restored the wise former president of 
the Chamber of Deputies 1. Alevras, the advocate of 
cooperation between the PASOK and the Coalition, 
Apostolos Lazaris, Melina Merkouri, loved in and out 
of the PASOK: and P. Avyerinos, quict, selfless and 
constant in his leftsst onentation. On the other hand. 
Theedoros Pangalos, irritable, somewhat foul- 
mouthed and an open opponent of the leadership of 
the Coalition, has possibly gained by not participating 
in the present coalition government. 


—One person who seemingly has won and lost at the 
same time (no one knows which will prevail in the 
end) 1s Yerasimos Arsenis. He lost because he reyected 
the proposal to take over as alternate foreygn minister 
under Andonis Samaras, the “political adolescent” of 
the right. His reaction was seen by many as arrogant. 
He won, however, because of the good electoral fight 
he put up in Kefalonia and where he almost won a scat 
by overcoming a serious handicap faced by the 
PASOK. He also wins because of his insistence on 
preserving the “ideological purity of the socialist 
area,” a position he 1s likely to utilize until the PASOK 
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congress where he will certainly present himself as a 
serous factor in future developments of the party and 
its weder arca. 


* Reaction to, Results of Government Formation 


* Mitsotakis-Papandreou Ties 
WESOD 304 Athens ELEVTHEROTIPLA in Greek 
J? Now 89p8 


[Editorial: “Why They Did It...."] 


[Text] Making a virtue of necessity, at the | 1th hour the 
two dinosaurs withdrew the mines they themscives had 
been clanming to have lard and reached an agreement on 
an ccumenical government. An agreement thal over- 
turns, at least for propaganda purposes, their stratcgics 
up to now and forms a milestone for future political 


developments. 


The question that arises 1s thes: What led the two sworn 
enemuics to reach an ” Was ut a sacrifice to 
avert dangers to the nation” Or the fear of clectrons? Or 
something cise entirely” 


It +s obvious that the one of the two dinosaurs was in the 
more difficult position—Andreas Papandreou, who was 
also the one who made the most spectacular concessions. 
And this 1s not just because he had been defeated for the 
second time by the other dinosaur but also because he 
still faces the special tribunal im the great Koskotas 
scandal (the other indictments are trifles, for which 
reason we scorn to mention them). 


Well, with vesterday’s agreement Papandreou gains a de 
facto acquittal—on the political level at least—since 
Mitsotakis has accepted him as a partner in his consul- 
tations and in forming a government. No longer can 
Mitsotakis refer to him as the man in the dock. And as 
for the trials, we shall see... As long as the ecumenical 
government lasts, annoying procedures ‘ike that will be 
put on the back burner. There are ways to manage it... 


What then did Mitsotakis gain” The answer 1s simpic. He 
gains the unchallenged leadership of ND [New Democ- 
racy]. He avoids the risk of new elections, in which 11 1s 
certain that he would fail for the third time to secure a 
legislative majority, in which case the opposition from 
his already dissatisfied deputies would increase many 
times over. And now that he has broken the ice with the 
PASOK [Panhellenic Socialist Movement] leader, any- 
thing can happen in the not too distant future. He could 
even become Prime Minister. 


Thus « appears that those who claimed the two dino- 
saurs had reached an agreement the very day after the 
elections were correct. And all the leaks about imtransi- 
gence and mines were just a ruse to create the night 
atmosphere in the minds of their gullible supporters. 


Mitsotakis and Papandreow are dancing the dance of 
power im a tight embrace. Each one 1s holding the other 
up. If one falls. the other will too. For that ‘cason they 
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had to reach an . Our current clectoral sysicm 
liberates the MP's and limits the dinosaurs’ powcr. All 1 
takes us for the MP's to realize that. the MP's who were 


nares 


All this does not mean. of course. that we should not. all 
of us, support the ecumenical government, since at this 
moment i 1s the sole solution. 


And it would be a grave omission not to praise the role 
played by the President. whose handlirg of the situation 
was impeccabic. But also the stance of the Coalition fof 
the Left and Progress}. which acted with prudence and 
boldness, after first teaching the hothcads and Papan- 
dreou's Avrianrsts-Andreasists that dividing lincs may 
win votes mm the short term but will cxact a heavy price at 
some point. 


* Extremists’ Reaction 
WESO230B Athens 1 KATHIMERIN] in Greek 
22 Now 89 p 1 


[Unattributed article: “Only Extremrst Supporters of the 
Three Sides Opposed. 85 Percent Favor the Decision™] 


[Text] The fact that 85 percent of the Greek people 
absolutely did not want new clections now (according to 
polls available to all parties) did not impress certain 
“extremists™ on all sides—"“cextremists™ who are hap- 
piest when everyone is an enemy, bul also those who 
consciously wished for dividing lines and therefore cul- 
tivated fanaticism. 


This position 1s expressed most noisily by the PASOK 
supporters known as Avrianists, who of course speak 
through their “voce,” the AVRIANI radio station. As 
soon as it became known that an ecumenical government 
had been formed, the AVRIANI station was flooded 
with telephone calls from outraged supporters who 
charged Papandreow with “selling the PASOK to New 
Democracy” and described him as a “traitor.” Others 
threatened to “strike the PASOK flag.” while confirmed 
reports indicate that “hard-core” party officials 
expressed their obyections vociferously at the offices on 
Odos Kharilaou Trikoupi. 

These officials argued up to the last moment that the 
PASOK should seck new elections, arguing that muting 
the party's differences with ND would cause it to lose 
votes to the left... 


On the other hand, bemused and muddled ND officials 
were dissatisfied because they feared that their plans to 
“departyify” the government and “staff i with “their 
own people” would not come about. Close to these, there 
iS Opposition from certain of those who had already 
received a pocition under the Tzannctakis government. 
Al the same time, the positive results of the talks 
dissatisfied ND officials who felt that they would win a 
legislative majority in new clections. And finally, there 
are also some who absoluicly did not want another 
government that included the left. 
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Also full of questions, however, were the officials and 
supporters of the icfi who assembled outside the ( oals- 
von's offices at Omonoi yesterday. Their main ques- 
thon: How can we coopceraic with the very people who 
were the primary cause for our forming a government 
with the nght, when we sought to carry ou! catharsrs” 


Most of the Coalition supporters assembled outside rts 
headquarters at Omonoi yesterday capressed thei 
opposition to the results of the talks among the three 
leaders. 


* Points of Agreement 
WESO230C Athens ELEVTHEROTIPIA in Greek 
2) Now 89 p i4 


[Unattributed article: “Provisions of the Agreement. The 
First Measures” ] 


[Text] The first measures for immediate implementation 
that the Zolotas ecumenical governmen: will announce 
im the next few days as part of its plans to reduce the 
public secter deficit will be increases in the prices 
charged by public enterprises and organizations 
[DEKO's] (water, clectricity, public transport, tele- 
phones, cic.) and mm the price of cigarettes, beverages. 
and gasoline 


The measurcs will also include a special S-percent surtax 
on imcome tax over a certain level paid by natural and 
juridical persons on 1988 incomes, although that level 
has not yet been determined. 


The ATA |automatic cost of living adjustment] will be 
set for 1990, and any devaluation of the drachma has 
been ruled out. 


One basic aim of the new government will be to mobilize 
the state apparatus to combat tax cvasion in sectors and 
mcomes noted for tax evasion. 


As for the problematical enterprises, it has been decided 
not to alter the ownership of the viable ones, while the 
nonviable oncs will close, care being taken to safeguard 
the interests of their workers. 


The incentives law (1262/82) will be improved to 
strengthen the status of tax-free reserves, while the 


government will no longer participate in subsrdized 
mvestments over a certain limit. 


In addition, the basic principles which the three partics 


agreed will govern the government's cconomic policy 
include the following points: 


¢ A 2.5-3.0-percent reduction in the public sector bor- 

ing requirement in 1990, as a percentage of the 

GNP [gross national product] (!-percent increase im 

revenues, |-percent decrease im cxpenditures, and 
I-percent decrease in DEKO deficits). 


¢ A freeze on government hiring. 
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Basic Principles 


After a bricfing on coonomec developments by Bank of 
Greece Durector Khaliksas and an extensive discusson., 
agreement was reached on the basic principics thal are to 


govern the government's cconoma policy. 
These proncipies are: 


1. An emmediate attack on the critscal problems of the 
cconomy and on the public sector deficut mm partecular 


2. The growth and restructuring of production 
3. The protection of workers’ moomes. 


4. The maimtainance of social services and their 
improvement 

5. An emphasis on cducation (cducation- 
trarming-research), which will constitute the basi 
weapon in our European strategy and in environmental 
protection. 


6. An mecrease im openness. democratization, and 
social dialoguc. 

7. Before taking certain necessary steps. the conducting 
of a raped and cffective dialogue between the state and 


the productive classes and a social dialogue between the 
social partners. 


8. Handling state revenues and cxpenditures under a 
basic special law as required by the Constitution. This 
measure will pertain to the first 6 months of 1990 but 
will have a horizon of | year. 


9. The governn -nt will cxamine and to the cxtent 
possible satisfy the demands of the workers’ tradc-unron 
movement and particularly of those who have unan- 
mous support. 


sector's net borrowing requirement by 2. 
the GNP. This can be accomplished: 

—By increasing revenues by | percent of the GNP. 
—By decreasing cxpenditures by | percent (GNP). 


ee ere 
GNP. 


Revenues 

With respect to revenues, there was agreement on the 

following. 

—The final result of any fiscal measures must be to mute 
rather than to increase tax imequalitics and to increase 


the progressivity of the tax system. 


—A study 1s needed of how to change the tax system to 
make 1 more effective and socially just. 
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—The tax base will be broadened by actiwateng and 
Mrengtheneg tax authoritics to combat tax cvason in 
the sector. and moome levels where tax cvawon 
common. There should be a sincter handang of fiscal 
and financial cremes 


— There was a discussion of how to obtam additonal ‘ax 
revenucs equal to | percent of the GNP (thes math: 
will be cxuplamed orally). In any case. the partes 
agreed to comma themscives to reduceng the tas 
burden on lower-pard workers mm the future. 


— There 1s no objection to a special $-percent surtas on 
the mcome tas of natural and surdical persoms for the 
1989 fiscal year, above a certam level. 


—Agreement was reached on a clearing-howse arrange- 
ment for government debts owed to mndiveduals and 


individual debts owed to the government. thes mea- 


sure will be uemplemented aficr the necessary prepara- 
toms have been complcted 


Fv penditures 


As noted above. 1 was agreed to reduce capendstures by 
1 percent of the GNP. There will be no real reduction im 
expenditures for health. welfare. and education. Expen- 


these constitute a small part of the budget 


—Horing freezes. Exceptions [will be un accordance with] 
sirnctly-defined critena, public accountability, and 
meritocracy and only im cases of urgent. vital, and 
special need, as mm the health sector. 


—The government will re-cxamine the effectivencss of 
expenditures, and thrs will be carned out with openly. 


DEKO's 


To the extent that they implement policy that 1s outside 
them role and mission—social policy. for cxrample—the 
cost will be borne im its entirety by the budget. 


—A reasonable adjustment in thew prices will be coor- 
dinated with measures to overhaul, mod- 
erme, and expand them. will involve their 
pricing policres, purchasing policies, relative indepen- 
dence from the government in planning. 


Incomes Poucy 
—ATA. Agreement was reached to introduce the ATA 1a 


the normal way; the figure for the first 4 months will 
be decided by the leaders of the parties. 


—Linkage of pay with productivity This cannot be done 
at any level without ensuring ceriam basic precond)- 
trons to be determined through dialogue. 


— Passage of the bill on free collective negotiations at the 
natronal, industry, sector, and enterprise bevel after a 


dialogue on the bill which has been prepared by a 
commisson of labor caperts. 














Monetary and Credit Policy. Monctary and credit policy 
will converge toward the basic goal of closeng the public 
sector deficit. bul at the same time af will stemulate 


growth 
Here ut should be noted that the drachme will not be 


continued decentralization of responsibilities and 
resources. 


Education. Emphasis [will be placed] on the moderniza- 
tion of curricula. 


Environment. The charter for balance hased on 
the proposal by the Technical Chamber of Greece will be 
promoted. 


Growth Incentives. Law | 26) will be umproved. 


EC. With respect to relations with the EC. there was 
agreement on the need to coordinate actions and prepare 
to protect Greek interests on the road to 1992. Actions to 
create a unitary social space and improve EC relations 
with CEMA countrnes will be supported. It was accepted 
that action on issues involving the EC will be preceded 
by a dialogue among the parties. Effective use [will be 
made] of available community resources and successful 
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[Artcte by Nekos Kiaos: “Ecumenscal Government: The 
Coalition Vindicatcd™} 


[Excerpts] Since the day before yesterday Greece has 


of normal political life). [passage omitted] 


The “game™ has also allowed us to grade the “players.” 
We could say that the result reflects the victory of all 
three of them (or rather, of all four, sf we consider that 


vindicated hrs policy 1s none other than the president of 


upgraded coalition, a “grand cogovernment.” of which 
the PASOK 1s of course also a member. 


The loser mm the 5 November elections, the Coalition, 1s 
indubitably the winner in the final outcome of the 
negotiations to form a government. It 1s not only that 
after the 5 November clections it ummediatcly proposed 
forming a broad-based government, which has om fact 
come about, but also that with the PASOK jomuing the 
government—i.c. the party that fought the Coalition's 
cooperation with ND in the Tzannetakis government 
with every means (fair and foul)}—the Coalition ts justi- 
fied im saying that it 1s takeng its polstical revenge. 

Al noon the day before yesterday after agreement was 
reached at the Presidential Palace, A. Papandreow 
looked like a man attempting to justify his decision to 
agree to cooperate with the nght. After all. it was not long 


duc to opposition to the new “cogovernment. 
PASOK’s supporters, members. and officials had grown 
up with the banner of “opposition to the treachery” by 
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the Coalition in June. How to explain their own new, 
great...treachery? [passage omitted] 


The third of the three main players, ND President Kon. 
Mitsotakis, who saw with bitterness his failure to win a 
legislative majority and become Prime Minister in the 
two previous elections, acknowledged that there was no 
alternative to thus solution, similar to the one he had 
agreed to last June. And we cannot but acknowledge his 
sacrifice in conceding and agreeing to the sulution. 


Another postponement? Time will tell. However, the 
agreement on the government suggests tiat he pushed his 
own positions through. For instance, the “plus one™ 
remains, and the president of the Chamber of Deputies is 
an ND person. And many of the measures agreed on do 
not differ much from his party's positions. 


But what we really notice today is that the two foes, 
Mitsotakis and Papandreou, are once again off the 
government stage, in that both the one and the other are 
not Prime Minister (or rather, that neither the one nor 
the other 1s). People are gradually getting used to living 
with prime ministers not cut from the classic cloth, not 
the usual type, not the “charismatic” leaders. And grad- 
ually the way is opening up for the succession process. 
[passage omitted] 


However, the solution also vindicates the Ecologists- 
Alternatives, who found themselves the targets of Avri- 
anist voices in the PASOK and under intolerable pres- 
sure from officials in that same party to consent to form 
a government with the PASOK, the Coalition, and Ap. 
Lazaris. Their bemusement was reasonable: Why are we, 
with our one MP, responsible for the impasse rather than 
the others with their 276 MP's (the two largest parties) 
and their 297 MP's (the three parties)? The diversionary 
maneuvers by the PASOK officials vis-a-vis the ecolv- 
gists revealed that parallel or even outright hostile forces 
are active inside the Movement's core leadership. The 
“fear” of cooperation with the right has come true with 
the “grand cogovernment.” 


What will they do now? And above all, what will be the 
reaction of tiie Movements Avrianist wing, which held 
high the banner of “ideological and political purity” 
against the immemorial foe, the right? The 21 November 
solution may turn out to be decisive in the process of 
cleaning up the Avrianist tendencies within the PASOK. 


[passage omitted] 


The agreement showed further, though after difficulties 
and marathon negotiations, that the proportional elec- 
toral system provides solutions (as long as the parties 
have the political will), even if the solutions are limited 
in duration and content. It also demonstrates the sub- 
Stantive participation in the exercise of power by all 
political forces and may make a decisive contribution 
toward establishing calm, polite political discourse at all 
levels. With respect to the last point, we must look not 
least at the responses from, and developments within, 
the two large parties, ND and the PASOK. 
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There still remains, however, a large question mark 
about the (forgotten?) catharsis. Mitsotakis said yes- 
terday that it is no longer a political issue, while both he 
and Florakis have stated that the Chamber of Deputies 
has done all it is expected to and that it is now a matter 
for the courts. Is that right? Is Justice that blind? 


* ND’s ‘Few’ Concessions 
QOESO230E Athens 1 KATHIMERINI in Greek 
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{Article by Yiannis Loverdos: “After the Parties’ Con- 
cessions, Hopes for the Country's Future... Formation of 
the Ecumenical Government a Supreme Development in 
Our Polvical Life™] 


[Text] What was te political leaders’ decision to form 
an ecumenical government yesterday noon? A supreme 
development in our political life leading toward modern- 
ization and consensus, or a tacticai maneuver to avoid 
immediate elections under pressure from public 
opinion? It is not possible to answer this question with 
the facts available today. But what is certain is that the 
formation of the ecumenical government facilitates the 
final eradication of the dividing lines imposed on the 
Greek people after the Civil War and permits the rise of 
forces—economic and sociai—not under suffocating 
party control as in the past. 


But yesterday's agreement among the leaders of the three 
large parties—K. Mitsotakis from New Democracy, A. 
Papandreou from the PASOK, and Kh. Florakis from 
the Coalition—was based on a number of concessions as 
well as successes for each party which certainly will set 
the stage for the next elections in April 1990. 


We see from yesterday's agreement that all three large 
pacziies made substantive concessions from their original 
positions but also made significant gains. The details: 


The Gains 


First, New Democracy appears to have made conces- 
sions on the fewest points of the three parties. Its 
proposal for an ecumenical government of personalities 
was accepted, although the government also includes 
political figures, which is not contrary to its original 
proposals. Nor does the fact that the new Prime Minister 
is X. Zolotas, rather than Mitsotakis, constitute a con- 
cession on his part, since ND’s insistence on its leader 
becoming Prime Minister would have made sense only if 
the government had been purely political. 


However, we believe that ND's most significant conces- 
sion—and de facto a total change in its policy and 
discourse—was its acceptance of Papandreou (“the man 
in the dock”) as an equal partner in the political game 
and in government policy. This change of stance may 
have been required by circumstances but i certainly will 
require Mitsotakis and other leading ND officials to 
make a major effort and exercise all their powers of 
persuasion on their supporters, who certainly are still 
unable to understand how the “thieves” (who were 
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suppose? <o “go to jail” according to the capectations 
that ND's leadership had aroused before and after Junc) 
have become cqual partners in the government today. 


The retention of the current clectoral law offers ND a 
third chance to seck a legislative majority in the April 
elections. And, by the way, the fact that the new clections 
will be held in 5 months and not later permits Mitsotakrs 
to rally the ND apparatus and supporicrs around him 
and avoid the shakeups in the party leadership that 
might have been deemed necessary if this government 
had turned out to be “long-lived.” 


An equally significant gain for ND from the agreement 1s 
that it will not have to bear the responsibility for 
unpopular economic measures alone as it would have if 
it had won 151 seats in the Chamber of Deputies; all the 
parties will do so, and the vote loss will be “shared.” 


— Yesterday's development was extremely beneficial for 
the PASOK and for its leader in particular It bas 
succeeded in rejoining political life as an cqual 
partner, surmounting the worrisome process of cathar- 
sis, probably definitively. Papandreou 1s no longer the 
“thief” of October, but one of the three leaders who 
will make government policy. And it must be consid- 
ered a virtual certainty that the prosecution of Papan- 
dreou will be put permanently on the back burner. 


The Law 


Undoubtedly the PASOK agreed to make certain con- 
cessions, such as the retention of the current [electoral] 
law (although we still question whether the climination 
of the “plus one” was a genuine part of its strategy or a 
negotiating weapon) and the acceptance of certain 
“harsh” measures in the economy in particular, which 
may hurt its reputation as a people's party. 


—Finally, the Coalition may have abandoncd its strate- 
gically important demand for the simple proportional 
electoral system, but it made two fundamental gains: 
a) it avoided immediate elections, which would have 
been polarizing in nature and might have cost it 
additional votes, and b) it preserved its cohesion and 
has enough time to re-form and try to increase its 
strength in the April elections, which by all current 
indications carnot be polarizing. 


* Coalition's Position 
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[Article by Levteris Yiras: “Relief in the Coalition About 
the Solution. Officials of the Left Hope To Giain Addi- 
tional Votes”) 

[Text] The best possible solution at the least possible cost 
and one which promises vote gains for the Coalition 
since it “vindicaies its role”—that is how most officials 
of the left viewed the formation of an ccumenical gov- 
ernment. 


That, by the way. was the Coalition's orginal and 
unswerving proposal, since al a press conference before 
the process of cxploratory mandatcs had really even 
gotten under way. Khar. Florakis proposed the forma- 
tion of a broad-based government. 


In discussions with officials from both of the main 
partics in the Coalition. we found that they fclt that any 
other solution which might have been decided on at the 
negotiating table would have put the Icft into a difficult 


position. 


Arbiter 


—A breakdown in ncgotiations and new clections would 
have reduced the role of arbiter the Coalition plays 
today duc to the more proportional [ciectoral] law. Int 
had failed in that rolc, 1 would have been hurt, since 
its grassroots would have been concerned and talked 
about the impasse caused by the simple proportional 
clectoral system. 


—Renewed cooperation with IND would have been dil- 
ficult for many reasons. Apart from what Florakis had 
said about diamcirically opposed programs. such 
cooperation would not have been impossible. How- 
ever, it would have created two serious problems. 
There would have been rumblings inside the Coalition 
itself, since many officials, particularly those from the 
KKE [Greek Communist Party]. were pressing for a 
solution involving the PASOK. In addition, there 
would have been particular difficulties im finding 
reasons for such cooperation, since the Coalition 
based its July cooperation with ND solely on the 
demand for catharsis and nothing clsc. 


—As for the possibility of cooperation with the PASOK., 
Coalition officials felt that would have cost the Coa- 
lition heavily in votes precisely for the opposite rea- 
sons of those just mentioned. It would have had to 
explain why 1 was cooperating with a PASOK which a 
very few days before ut had been charging with 
involvement in financial scandals—to put it as mildly 
as possible. The majority of the EAR [Gireck Left] 
Central Commitice also capressed very strong opposi- 
tion to a joint government with the PASOK. 


Thus, although all three of the aforementioned options 
were feasible. officials considered and consider them 
disadvantageous for the Coalition and saw onc and only 
one way out: an ccumenical government or a broad- 
based government or a government with ecumenical 


support. 


In addition, those in the Coalition who favored cooper- 
ation with the PASOK hope that im the ccumenical 
government day-to-day practice will mute the causes that 
have divided the PASOK and the Coalition tor so long. 


These are in brief the reasons favoring the type of 
government that has been formed, but some—not 
many—pcople in the Coalition arc also cxapressing two 
main objections: 
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Into the Game 


—This solution puts the PASOK back into the political 
game, which will weaken the aforementioned argu- 
ments about catharsis and the scandals. 


—This solution is conservative in nature, since it puts 
the left in the position of working to preserve bour- 
geois institutions. 

This last view does not concern the Coalition, since it is 

counting On an increase in votes, which will come from 

the more differentiated electorate to which it is 
addressing itself. 


Women 


“This time there must be women in the new govern- 
ment,” the Coalition's Women’s Commitice stressed in 
its statement yesterday. It continued: “Furthermore, that 
is the message sent by female voters in the last two 
elections.” 


* Ministers as ‘Successors’ 
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[Article by I. K. Pretenderis: “Government of Dauphins. 
The Ministers of the Cohabitation Are Tomorrow's 
Political Leaders”; first paragraph is TO VIMA TIS 
KIRIAKIS introduction} 


[Excerpts] The verdict on this “new era” will depend on 
their ability, not just as po’iticians but also in governing 
the country. 


At last the souvenir snapshot of the Council of Ministers 
offers an unexpected admixture of faces from the past and 
pictures from the future. The “Return of the Old Gentle- 
man,” X. Zolotas (old, but still hale and hearty), went 
along with the arrival to the fore of the “new generation™ 
of our politicians: with very exceptions (M. Evert, Y. 
Papandreou, and A. Andrianopoulos), both ND and the 
PASOK put int» the Zolotas government the people who— 
to one degree or another—will soon take the future of this 
coutry’s two major parties into their own hands. 


From this point of view, the cabinet might be compared 
to a hothouse where the younger generation of politi- 
cians will have the opportunity to get acquainted and 
work together. [passage omitted] 


As paradoxical as it sounds, the selection of the ministers 
by the parties and political leaders was pretty rational. The 
PASOK's Executive Bureau decided (in Papandreou's 
absence) that Y. Yennimatas, K. Simitis, and A. Tsokhat- 
zopoulos should be made ministers. Papandreou respected 
this wish, although he does not appear to have fought to 
secure a good ministry for Simitis: even for the Ministry of 
Education he appears at first to have favored...Kaklama- 
nis! It is true, however, that Simitis himself seemed to be 
wavering somewhat: At first he asked not to be given an 
economics ministry, afterwards he said he would discuss it. 


FBIS-WEU-90-007-S 
10 January 1990 


It is clear, however, that both the Executive Bureau's 
decision and Papandreou’s support for it reflect the 
current de facto situation within the PASOK: Yenni- 
matas and Simitis have moved into the lead. For 
example, according to the “Tasis” [Tendencies] survey 
conducted by MRB Hellas (October 1989. nationwide 
sample of 2,000 persons, ctc.): 


¢ 24.9 percent of voters would like to see Yennimatas 
succeed Papandreou (the figure was 21.5 percent in 
May) and 15.2 percent prefer Simitis (8.5 percent in 
May). Yennimatas retains his lead but Simitis has 
almost doubled his rating within 4 months. All the 
others lag far behind. 

¢ Simuitss and Yennimatas (and |. Alevras) are the only 
PASOK officials with positive trust ratings: +4.2 
percent for Simitis, +0.8 percent for Yennimatas. The 
PASOK'’s cther leading officials are not particularly 
noteworthy for the trust they inspire in the peopic' 


Within ND the situation 1s more fluid, particularly since 
the person that all surveys agree is the “first-born dau- 
phin.” M. Evert, was not included in the government. 
Evert’s position no longer appears to be unchallenged, 
however: The developments of recent months have 
worked against him. 


According to the aforementioned MRB Hellas survey, 
Evert remains number one in the voters’ prefererce with 
24.1 percent (compared to 28.3 percent in May). The 
most striking performances, however, are those of Tz. 
Tzannetakis with 8.9 percent (up from 0 in May!) and A. 
Samaras with 8 percent (up from 3 percent in May). 
There is no change for S. Kouvelas (8.4 perceni) and I. 
Varvitsiotis (2.5 percent). 


It is curious that Evert does not appear to be taking 
advantage of the developments in our political life which 
(let us be fair') he was the first to initiate with his work in 
the municipality of Athens. On the other hand, it is also 
clear that Mitsotakis did not do all he could have to 
smooth Everts way: He supported his candidacy for the 
Ministry of Health but no one can say he strove mightily to 
find him another good ministry when the President forced 
the parties to accept his doctor and friend for the Ministry 
of Health. 


In a sense, Mitsotakis’s decisions extend and intensify 
the shifts now under way in the hierarchy of his “dau- 
phins™: Tzannetakis’s rise, Samaras’s rapid promotion, 
and G. Suuflias’s assumption of a leading role. Let us not 
forget that these are three politicians who essentially 
have come into their own since last June. 


¢ Tzannetakis is assuming a political role common in 
countries with the simple propoztional electoral 
system and in our neighbor Italy: the politician who 1s 
Prime Minister today, Minisier of National Defense 
tomorrow, and Minister of Tourism the day after 
tomorrow. 

¢ Samaras has won the spurs he needed to fight for the 
leadership. The Finance Ministry (and the rostrum of 
of the Chamber of Deputies!) brought him to the fore, 
the Foreign Ministry may let him take off. 
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¢ Souflias is turning into the primary spokesman for 
ND’s economic and social thought: a mixture of 
common sense, moderation, and lack of dogmatism 
that reminds one of the best traditions of Karamanli- 
sism. 


As strange as it may scem, then, the past 6 months have 
had a different effect on the ‘wo major parties: In the 
PASOK they have validated the Yennimatas-Simitis 
“twins” but in ND one has the feeling that the deck ts 
being reshuffled (almost) from scratch. The question 1s 
whether the ecumenical government will affect these 
developments and in what way, particularly as Mitso- 
takis and Papandreou are moving to the second team, or 
al least are adjusting to a new type of political leadership. 


The government formation negotiations clearly favored 
those whose political style is moderate and lacks 
extremism, those who are gencrally respected. For 
instance, the Coalition vetoed the idea of giving Th. 
Pangalos a ministry, questioning not his (admitted) abili- 
ties on EC issues but the immoderation of his political 
behavior. The same reasons led Papandreou to deny the 
Ministry of Culture to M. Theodhorakis. Now that we 
have entered an era of coalition governments, it is clear 
that general respect may count for more than the ability tu 
stir up party audiences: The president of the PASOK, for 
instance, did not even consider offering a ministry to Dh. 
Tsovolas, despite the tens of thousands of votes he gar- 
nered. 


This ability to go beyond partisan audiences may consti- 
tute the decisive factor in determining the new leaders. It 
is no accident that Y. Papandreou's support for the ecu- 
menical government and his condemnation of “AVRIA- 
Nlism™ caused the Coalition to agree ty the PASOK MP 
from Akhaia when his name came up for a cabinet post at 
one point in the negotiations. On the other hand. it never 
occurred to anyone to challenge the appointment of A. 
Peponis and S. Dhimas, who have always kept their 
political opposition within the limits of dignity. 

Are we progressing then? What is certain is that the 
chapter that began last June has not yet come to an end. 
And it 1s doubtful whether all those who agreed to extend 
it realize that. What this “new era™ will be judged on is 
its capacity not only to produce gentler politics and 
polite intercourse but also to govern the country. And on 
that score, certainly, we have not yet seen enough to form 


a judgement. 


* Negative Reactions 
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[Article by Mikh. Dhimitriou] 


[Excerpt] If Dhimitra Liani-Papandreou reportedly did 
not display any particular enthusiasm for the ecumenical 
government and three-party cooperation, Marika Mitso- 
takis reportedly was bitter and somewhat disenchanted 
about last Tuesday's political outcome. 
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It was with these emotions that Mrs Mitsotak:s left on a 
private trip to London and Paris last Thursday. 


Liani-Papandreou'’s reservations (close associates of A. 
Papandreou say she shows talent as a staff person and 
analyst) pertained to «ssucs that in one way or another 
involved the PASOK’s ideological and political identity 
and future. 


Marika Mitsotakis’s negative response was duc both to 
the general “give and take™ of the ecumenical govern- 
ment (above all, ND's exclusive right to name the Prime 
Minister) and to her basic preference for elections in 
December, since she was rather pessimistic about the 
prospects for ecumenical cooperation. 


Very similar to these views of Mrs. Mitsotakis’s (whom 
her husband considers a “genuine voice of the people” at 
Riyillis 15) were the public opinions expressed by Milt- 
iadis Evert last Thursday. Opinions that contained a 
challenge but only marginally so. Everi—even though 
people write the contrary—does not intend to undertake 
any sort of intraparty guerrilla warfare against Mitso- 
takis and is not about to dispute the character of the 
ecumenical government under Xen. Zolotas. 


These are not the only cxamples of opposition and 
challenges. We have merely cited a few characteristic 
ones in an atmosphere marked by a “general coolness on 
the part of all supporters of all parties.” The party 
leaderships are planning to deal with this starting in the 
next few days by means of meetings, conferences, collec- 
live Organizations, and intense propaganda work. 


Up to and including special discussion programs on 
government television on the nature of the ecumenical 
government, with emphasis on discussions of the new 
government's programmatic statements by political 
leaders, starting in the middle of the week. 


The views of Dhimitra Liam: and Marika Mitsotakis 
undoubtedly prove that the two political leaders’ homes 
are not cut off from the broader concerns and disquict 
felt by parts of the public. Nor are the innermost political 
entourages of the ND and the PASOK presidents iso- 
lated, regardiess of what is projected as the official, 
inflexible party line. In recent days both Mitsotakis and 
Papandreou have been the recipients of views of every 
sorti—from the most enthusiastic (which one always 
finds, regardless of what is happening) to the most 
pessimistic and restrained (which are rarely pleasant to 
hear). 


In general terms, one finds the opposition to the three- 
party cooperation and the formation of the ecumenical 
government: 


¢ In ND—primarily at the top and to a large extent at 
the party's grassroots. 

¢ Inthe PASOK—primarily at the grassroots—"“a 5-10 
percent bloc” of the PASOK’s supporters and voters. 
as Papandreou himself calculates. 
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¢ Inthe Coaliion—prmarnily among mid-level officials 
in the party “bureaucracy.” very few im number and 
lacking significant mass support. The president of the 
KKE and of the Coalition, Kh. Florakis, estimates— 
and he appears to be correct—that the “well-known 
party dissidents” have no hope of creating a “purist™ 
party enjoying any significant influence. [passage 
omitted] 


* Results Evaluated 
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[Article by G. Lakopoulos: “A Political Portrait of the 
Government of the *Three™”} 


[Text] There are four good reasons why the formation 
of the ecumenical government is not such a bad thing. 
First, it has interrupted the trend that was making 
prime ministers out of all of ND’s MP's except for...its 
leader. Second, we have realized—following the Italian 
model—that it is no disgrace for a former prime 
minister to serve as a minister. Third, it has confirmed 
A. Papandreou’s tremendous negotiating ability—he 
made everyone believe he was interested in “demo- 
cratic cooperation” but in the end he proposed what he 
had had in mind from the start: an ecumenical govern- 
ment! And fourth, Y. Yennimatas has— 
finally—become minister of national economy. 


For the rest, the government headed by Xen. Zolotas is 
not at all what it... appears. It claims to be a “govern- 
ment of parties” but in essence it is a “government of 
personalities.” Within the three party “lobbies” that 
make up the government, cach minister plays a dif- 
ferent role, precisely because cach one was chosen for a 
different reason. And the distribution of posts is such 
that the benefit or cost of the ministers’ administration 
will fall mainly to the personalities whom the leaders 
have chosen to represent them in the government 
rather than to the parties. Consequently, u will be 
fascinat.ng to see the degree of cooperation between 
political personalities with different views. Further- 
more, from one point of view this government would 
to a remarkable degree resemble a genuine subset of 
the governments of the past 15 years if the Coalition 
did not form part of it. 


If we look at the people in the “triangle of cooperation™ 
who worked out the programmatic agreement, we find 
that in the government..one of the three loses’ As 
finance minister, G. Souflias is the one against whom 
will be directed a large portion of the unhappiness that 
will be caused by the incomes policy. Yennimatas, on 
the other hand, has become a central figure in the 
government without risking being blamed for the tough 
measures that he and |. Dragasakis will decide on but 
which will be implemented by...others. For instance, 
by A. Tsokhatzopoulos, who oversees the organiza- 
tions that will rarse their prices: by 1. Varvitsiotss, who 
will pay the price of liberalizing the market, and by An. 
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Peponis, who will be held re«ponsible for the higher 
costs of fuel and electricity. 


At the Transportation Ministry 1 cannot but be grip- 
ping to observe the cooperation between Tsokhatzo- 
poulos and I. Kefaloyiannis, while at Odos Mikhaloko- 
poulou we are already hearing comments about the 
minister's insistence on having the first word—and 
more responsibilities—vis-a-vis his deputy. Gr. Yiann- 
aros. The place where we can expect fruitful coopera- 
tion 1s the Ministry of Education, where sober K. 
Simutss 15 not likely to give Vas. Kondoyiannopoulos 
opportunity for “spats.” We cannot offer any predic- 
tions about the Ministry of National Defense in this 
regard. And at the Ministry of Forcign Affairs, the new 
chief, And. Samaras, will certainly find the active 1. 
Pottakis getting in his way. 


But i +s not just the cohabitations that may licad to 
problems of “prestige.” Mitsotakis has given us sur- 
prises even with the cabinet posts he would not share 
with anyone. For example, nobody ever imagined that 
Sot. Kouvelas, who has been responsible for public 
book-burnings and has links with not-so-progressive 
circies, would be judged appropriate for the Ministry of 
Culture. At the Ministry of Health, the interesting 
thing is not the fact that caretaker Minister G. Merikas 
is Staying on but the question of what fate ND has in 
store for Ministry General Picroutsakos, a 
close associate of M. Evert’s. Finally, the only one who 
received a ministry without owing it to Mitsotakis’s 
particular favor is Si. Dhimas, who has taken over at 
Odos Akharnon. 


The PASOK did not do badly with the caretaker 
ministers, judging from the fact that K. Stamatis 1s 
Staying on at the Ministry of Justice, N. Pappas at the 
Ministry of Merchant Marine, and 1. Dheliyiannis at 
the Ministry of Makedhonia-Thraki. Ap. Kaklamanis 
has gone to Odos Piraios in the expectation that the 
trade unions will be in tune with the climate of 
consensus and that a minister of labor can always send 
any trade unionists who not understand these things to 
Constitution Square. And Kar. Papoulias has no 
reason for sadness, since he got a post that had been 
destined for |. Kharalambopoulos. Finally, the Coali- 
tion may have the fewest minisirics but i got a major 
quid pro quo. Not of course that is helping plan the 
economy through |. Dragasakis. Bui that through Th. 
Katrivanos it is in charge of the Ministry of the 
Interior, just prior to the...period of municipal clec- 
tions, and that through K. Liaskas controls the 
Ministry of Environment, Town Planning, and Public 
Works, with the chance to get involved in the western 
suburbs. 


Conclusions? It would be risky to draw any mght now. 
Simply that the lineup of the groups making up the 
government promises “days of ecumenical suspense.” 
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* All-Party Government: Future, Gains, Losses 


* Benefits, Disadvantages 
QES02634 Athens ELEVTHEROTIPIA in Greek 
1 Dec 89 p9 


{Article by Yioryios Karclias] 


[Text] The first post-war all-party coalition government 
in Greece has already caused the first shocks to the three 
parties supporting it and may prove to be beneficial to 
our political life if—as expected—it reduces the power of 
the giant parties having 46 and 41 percent of the vote, 
reduces the significance of their dinosaur leaders, and 
offers the opportunity to new political forces to express 
themselves politically and have—why not—a presence 
within the parliament. 

This will be a natural development aithough in the last 
few months the most unnatural events took place. Yet, it 
will be unexpected—and in any event disappointing—if, 
after the end of the three-party government we have a 
repeat of what happened in November. namely. the two 
parties reaching 90 percent of the clectorate and the 
smaller parties disappearing—in spite of an clectoral 
system which is the most proportional of the last 30 
years. 


In any event and until then: 


K. Mitsotakis will have to avoid the banana peels thrown 
by the aspiring successors and even more so to explain 
convincingly to a large section of displeased and angered 
followers how it is possible for him to cooperate in the 
government with those he called thieves and crooks. He 
will also find it extremely difficult to persuade anyone 
about the necessity to win a majority when it will have 
been proven in action that the two major partics can 
govern together, since they have no mayor differences 
over the critical economic problems. In other words, the 
goal of winning a majority will have been undermined by 
the very actions of the New Democracy [ND] leader who 
agreed to the all-party coalition government. Already 
many people argue that Mitsotakis must begin to seck 
future allies to form a government, otherwise his only 
goal will be to keep the leadership of the party which for 
the third time will have failed in gaining power. 


A. Papandreou, however strange this may seem, 1s the 
leader who faces the fewer problems within his own 
party following his decision to cooperate with the 
“cursed” right and the “traitor” Mitsotakis. Even the 
objections of the AVRIANI partisans seem to have 
calmed down and no one challenges his rule over the 
party. Nevertheless, he, too, must convince his most 
fanatical followers—between now and April—to forget 
those about “Never Again Let the Right in 
Power,” and “Tonight the Right Will Dic.” some of his 
associates waved in party gatherings and seconded by 
him during the election rallies. In other words, he is 
going to lose one of his weapons, his antiright standard 
which he used again just a month ago to trap a significant 
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section of the left, but he may be able to replace ut with 
others. The shift was evident in his speech to the Central 
Commitice 2 days ago when «t approved all his policies 
with hardly any resistance. 


Quite a few argue that Papandreou had decided from the 
beginning to take part in an all-party coalition govern- 
men and that he simply “got md” of some of his 
associates al the last moment who insisted on the coop- 
eration of the so- called “progressive and democratic 
forces.” which was not possible for real or formal rea- 
sons. Papandreou'’s decision may be undersiood morc 
easily if one takes into account the personal clement. 
Thanks to his particspation in this government, he not 
only participates as an equal but plays a leading role on 
the political stage, and he 1s fully entitled to claim that he 
is morally absolved by his own opponents who a few 
months ago referred him to a special tribunal on very 
serious charges. The weight of this personal clement 1s 
shown by this fact: Papandreou 1s now annoyed only by 
some references to the Koskotas scandal. 


We do not know how this famous affair about punish- 
ment of the scandals will end, but we assume the 
all-party coalition government will act like the magical 
grains of the familar detergent which removes every 
stain. And the grains are now not only green but bluc and 
red as well. Is it merely an accident that on every 
occasion Papandreou repeats his desire to have the life of 
this government prolonged” He knows that this will push 
punishment of the scandals to the “dead file.” Moreover, 
Mitsotakis’s ND will lose any hope of winning a clear 
majority of seats in the Chamber of Deputies. And very 
likely, the Panhellenic Socialist Movement [PASOK] 
will not register any new gains, but its contacts with the 
Coalition of the Left and Progress will have been devel- 
oped, since already people in this areca work diligently for 
such a cooperation which a few months ago was vehe- 
mently reyected by the Coalition. In other words, the 
possibility of regaining power will be visible even though 
Papandreou himself may not again become premicr. 


The Coalition faces several problems although in a 
formal sense it has benefited most from the formation of 
the all-party coalition government, a solution it alone 
mitially advocated. 


We do not refer only to the resignation of certain cadres 
or to other resignations that may follow. The Coalition 
will face problems of strategy in the next clection since it 
finds it difficult to clarify its objectives and future allies. 
It ss rather difficult to have an all-party coalition gov. 
ernment all the time. 


As we said at the beginning, the all-party coalition 
government may prove to be a golden opportunity for 
the smaller parties. The joint government of 99 percent 
will certainly free citizens who now see clearly that their 
vote 1s not indispensable for the tricks and games of the 
large partics. In brief, the all- party coalition government 
may uncover things which until yesterday were carefully 
hidden or things we did not want to sec. 
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* Post-Zolotas Period 
QOES0263B Athens KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA 
in Greek 3 Dec 89 p 64 


[Article by Panos Loukakos: “After Zolotas. What””) 


[Text] At midnight Friday the Zolotas government 
received a vote of confidence in the Chamber of Depu- 
ties. Never before has a government received so many 
favorable votes; and never before has a government so 
may obstacles to overcome. Not only because if must 
take harsh economic measures at high political cost but 
also because this government will become the reciprent 
of the disagreements between parties and of the feuds 
within cach party. And all this will take place im a 
pre-election period since it 1s assumed that next April we 
will go to the polls. 


Zolotas must have had a first taste of what is in store 
for him during the 3-day debate over the government's 
program. Although all three parties support him. the 
leadership of the Coalition and several New Democ- 
racy [ND| and Panhellenic Socialist Movement 
[PASOK] deputies were quick to distance themselves 
from the impending harsh measures. And with every 
passing day these symptoms will multiply and the 292 
“yes” votes may turn to less than 151 if the moment 
comes for the knife to cut down to the bone: if it 
becomes necessary to implement the harsh measures 
prepared by the Zolotas government—measures 
which, due to the [voter] preference mark, some dep- 
uties have started to call “antipeopic”. 


The problems and contradictions of the new political set 
up crafted by the November 5 election do not end here. 
Citizens ask questions without getting an answer: 


They say the Zolotas government is a product of neces- 
sity; a solution to avoid the collapse of the economy and 
to take the necessary harsh measures with the joint 
responsibility of the participating parties. But are mat- 
ters so simple” 


Is it enough to have a Zolotas government for 5 months 
to solve as if by magic the economic problems? Why did 
all other governments fail to solve these problems within 
5 months, assigning to Zolotas complete authority over 
the economy? Moreover, if the eleciion takes place in 
April, can one seriously argue that the participating 
parties will sincerely support—in a pre-clection pesrod— 
the efforts of the present government, accepting also the 
political cost? Florakis already moved to differentiate 
himself. Will Mitsotakis and Papandreou do the same by 
necessity? Conclusion: A long-term program going 
beyond | year might be convincing that there is indecd 
the political will to deal with the economic problems. By 
contrast, a 5-month, pre-election government can do no 
more than increase direct and indirect taxes, the rates of 
public utilities and public organizations and reduce 
public expenditures. But it cannot plan or implement a 
long-term program of economic recovery. 
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Of course. today’s problems are not only economic. They 
are above all politcal. Already the Chamber of Deputies 
president announced that ncxt Thursday the Chamber 
will clect deputics who will support the charges about the 
scandals before the special tribunal. Question: How can 
both accusers and accused cooperate harmoniously im 
the contest of the coalition”? The moment the question of 
punishing the scandals 1s raised again. how can the 
climate remain undisturbed- -the political climate which 
produced the Zolotas government and in which this 
government hopes to function” 


Of course, there are more questions. With good reason 
many ND voters ask: 


Hew 1s it that their party cooperates with the PASOK 
whose leader and some of his close associaics have 
already been sent for trial by the special tribunal’ 


Was the whole affair a sham” Was thes punishment of the 
scandals a genuine affair” If 1 was a sham, then cooper- 
ation with the PASOK is proper. but in that case the 
“false accusers” must be called to account. 


On the other hand, if the scandals are real, if the battle 
during the summer was genuine, how 1s it possible for 
accusers and accused to work together? How 1s i pos- 
sible for all of them to co-cxist as though nothing 
happened” 


In turn, PASOK voters also ask: Is Mitsotakis a “traitor™ 
or 1s he not? Is the slogan, “the mght never again im 
power™ they shouted for years valid or not? Since the 
“right-left™ leaders are “false accusers,” who persecuted 
the leadership of their party, how can the PASOK 
cooperate now with them harmoniously’? What hap- 
pened to the famous “dividing lines?” 


Conclusion: Many PASOK voters believe the present 
coalition government legitimizes the false accusers and 
instigators of their leader's political persecution. On the 
other hand, many ND voters believe the government 
legitimizes the scandals and their perpetrators. There- 
fore, 1 1s clear that those, who in good faith accepted one 
or the other version, find it difficult today to follow or 
accept the choices of their leaders. 


Finally, we have the voters of the Coalition, an area 
facing serious political shocks. For years they grew up to 
believe in the confrontation with the capitalist system. 
Today they are called on to support with their vote and 
with significant sacrifices the exit of the unusual Greek 
capitalism from its crisis. They are asked to cooperate 
and make joint decisions with their “class enemy,” the 
right. which for years they have been denouncing as the 
cause of all evil. They are asked to cooperate and make 
joint decisions with the PASOK which they have 
denounced as the other face of the nght and the party of 
scandals. Finally, they are asked to manage the crisis of 
a system which they supposedly reject a priori. 


What will be the end of all those tremendous contradic- 
tions—of this “confusion” experienced by the followers 

















offer, and cannot possibly offer. a solution to our tre- 
mendous political problem. This ts a moment for 
straight talk. If there 1s something to be said, let it be 


deeply undermining the prestige and credibility of insti- 
tutions, personalities and political parties. 


* ND's Evert Interviewed on Party Policy 
WESO2I6SA Athens KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA 


[Excerpts] What is Evert going to do now’? How will 
Evert react? How is Evert going “to stomach” that? 


These are questions that had begun floating around, and 
not only in ND [New Democracy] circles, when it was 


excluded by Mr Mitsotakis would cause an explosion in 
the aready not too “rosy” relations between ND's leader 
and the former mayor of Athens and deputy. However, 
Miltiadis Evert did not explode. He let his 

show through certain statements he issued but he did not 
explode. Nor did he speak to the parliamentary group 
when Mr Mitstotakis had essentially misled him. 


This, however, does not mean that he does not have 
disagreements that do not at all have any connection 
with his not being appointed minister. They have to do 
more with the essence of the existing three-party govern- 
ment makeup. And they relate more to the projected 
party strategy and ideological and political philosophy. 
He talks about all of these things to KIRIAKATIKI 
ELEVTHEROTIPIA. He talks openly about what he 
disagrees. He talks about the government makeup, the 
way he wants it, especially between the ND and the 
PASOK [Panhellenic Socialist Movement]. He talks 
about the recent clections and about those that arc to 
come. He also talks about K. Karamanlis, K. Mitsotakis, 
A. Papandreow and Kh. Florakis. About all and every- 
thing. And he defends the night of party cadres to express 
their opinions and tell the truth. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] In post-clection 
developments and especially after the formation of the 
present Zolotas government, your publicly stated posi- 
tions reveal a reserved stance or even disagreement. 
With what do you disagree? In the agreements by the 
three parties to form this government or to the options 
and tactics of ND's leadership” 
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{Evert} | cannot say | am opposed to the establishment of 
this government. Also, somebody who played a leading 
role, even from the time of the 1986 municipal clections. 
im the endeavor to bring about rapprochement and 
reconciliation cannot be opposed to a coalition govern- 
ment. And yet I do observe that the rapprochement that 
has been achieved, insicad of being hailed by all has 
caused problems for the Greek people. And i 1s natural 
that cause probiems. 


[|KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Why do you say 
that? 

[Evert] Because this rapprochement came about sud- 
denly, without any preparation. And | would say that 1 
was done without any “reason.” We were not led to it on 
the basis of truth, mutual approach to programs and 
mutual understanding and agreement on how. for 
example, democratic institutions should functior. This 
coming together came about because 11 was imposed by 
election results. [passage omitted] 


The present rapprochement, with the establishment of 
the Zolotas government, has created in many people of 
all parties a sort of fright, a chill, Many see ut as 
necessary, with the meaning that something cise could 
not be done. Nevertheless, ali cannot but see imconsis- 
tency between all that was said by all parties concerned 
before the November clections and what ts being done 
today. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] You sand that the 
present coming together docs not have any “reason.” But 
does not the acknowledged need to confront economic 
problems constitute a serious “reason?” 

[Evert] Those problems would need a coalition govern- 
ment of longer duration and concrete program agree- 
ments by the government partners. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Then we must 
accept as the only reason for this agreement the forgoing 
of eiections in December. 

[Evert] Certainly. 


{[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] But then can we 
ascertain that coming out a winner from the agreement 
forming the Zolotas government is not ND but the other 
political forces that did not want these clections” 
[Evert] I do not know who comes out a winner or loser. 
What I have determined is that while the nationai 
imterest dictates that clections cannot be held a third 
time in such a few months, with such a troublesome 
economic situation in our country, ND's partisan 
interest dictates that « could probably achieve self- 
sufficiency in immediate new clections. [passage 
omitted] 


The ND. however, always places national interest above 
partisan interest. For that reason it followed the solution 
for putting off the elections. And yet it 1s true that the 
ND could have most probably obtained self-sufficiency 
in new clections. This cannot be disputed even by the 
party leader because then it would be as if were telling 
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the Greek people that if we were to have elections again 
soon we would not obtain self-sufficiency. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] So. since eco- 
nomic problems cannot, in your opinion, be confronted 
within a 4-month period of time and since ND has 
abandoned the thought of speeding up the elections, that 
would be to the party's interest, for reasons of national 
interest, what 1s this national interest then” 

[Evert] The national interest 1s to have the acrimony in 
political confrontations subside, this unacceptable acri- 
mony that was created over the past 8 years and whose 
basic cause was the PASOK. And to finally bring about a 
rapprochement on solid bases and not on expediency. In 
the 4 months of this Chamber of Deputies such a coming 
together can, and I do hope, begin on matters which we 
should have confronted long ago with above partisan 
ways. Such matters on foreign policy, education, health 
and so on. If this were to occur then we could enter into 
a new period of political life where political forces will be 
mobilized not on those matters of national significance 
that unite us but on those other matters that certainly 
continue to divide us. 


{[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] [passage 
omitted] How do you see the coalition government's 
program statements? 

[Evert] Generali and indefinite. One gets ihe feeling of a 
sum total of positions by the three parties involved. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] [passage 
omitted] Do you share the view that the Zolotas govern- 
ment program will not succeed in its economic goals but 
perhaps the public deficit, for example, will worsen” 
[Evert] I cannot predict. We must, first of all, see 
concrete measures. Al any rate, the text of the program 
declarations did not permit any conclusion. [passage 
omitted} 


{[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] How did you 
view the makeup of the coalition government? 

[Evert] I think it 1s very good. The issue, however, will be 
not judged by the persons invoived. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Do you persist in 
your view that ND was wrong in assuming the Ministry 
of Finance and the Ministry of Trade? 

[Evert] Yes, st could have avoided that. This is because, 
let us not fool ourselves, this government, in preparing, 
as Mr Zolotas said, a 3-year stabilization program, will in 
essence be a government of additional taxes and price 
rises. Usually the people attribute this to the trade and 
finance ministries, regardless of the fact that it is a 
matter of collective government options. There was, 
therefore, no reason why ND, through its cadres that 
assumed the leadership of these ministries, bear the cost 
of these unpleasant measures for which, in the long run, 
yb not responsible. Because ND did not create the 

icits. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Your views give 
me the impression that you feel that ND was rather not 
too successrul in the selection of the ministries it got and 
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in the gencral concept of the three-party government as i 
was finally made up. Am I correct in thinking this” 
[Evert] As to the ministries, indeed, I do believe that ND 
was not successful. As to the gcncral scicction of thrs 
government, ihis will depend on how well ut succeeds. 
something all of us hope for. 


{[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA! It was a surprise 
that you did not participate personally in thes govern- 
ment. You have said thal you were not called by your 
party leader. Is it be ruled out that other parties excluded 
you” 

[Evert] Yes, | do rule 11 out. 


{[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] So. how do you 
explain i” 

[Evert] | have stated that as far as | am concerned this 
matter 1s closed. It would be regretable 1° we were to act 
in politics on the basis of personal bitterness. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Why then were 
you not made use of” 


[Evert] It 1s an mmahenable mght for a party to judge 
which of its cadres should and must be used in cach 
government format. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Perhaps, as a few 
people are saying, this exclusion could be considered as 
a shot fired at an “heir apparent” who has not concealed 
his ambition to attain even the party leadership and who 
has not hesitated from time to time im capressing his 
disagreement in an obvious manner. 

[Evert] | do not wish to believe that these are Mr 
Mitsotakis’ criteria. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Did you tell 
party authorities about your differences concerning 
ND's options” 

[Evert] Of course, Mr Mitstotakis knows them. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] [passage 
omitted] Nevertheless, 1 1s being sand that these and 
other differences of yours from time to time are being 
combined into tactics to undermine the present ND 
leadership in view of your ambition to get to the party 
leadership. 

[Evert] | indignantly refute that argument. What does 
that mean” That every person who has ambitions must 
because of fear of having such charges attributed to him 
always keep his mouth shut, must not tell the truth, must 
accept only the policy that 1s being dictated and must not 
agree with the basic principle of every politician as he 
sees it, that 1s, to tell the truth? Then the succession of 
party leaders would amount to an almost hereditary 
right. And only the leader himself would judge who ts fit 
and who ts not. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Mr Evert, do you 
believe that ND needs a change in leadership” 


[Evert] | do not think that such an rssuc exists. 
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[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Do you think 
that things in your party would be better off with another 
leadership” 

[Evert] That 1s something nobody can say. It 1s very 
difficult to give an answser. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] When do you 
think would be the appropriate time for a change in the 
ND leadership’ 

[Evert] In politics, generally speaking. and in penods 
such as these with frequent and successive clections, it 1s 
frivolous for one to fix leadership changes tumewrse. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Mr Evert, what 
reason could cause you to leave your party” 

[Evert] If | believed that my presence docs not help my 
party, that 1 could not render service to my country and 
that 1 did not have any advantage for me. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] On what kind of 
charge could they force you to leave? 

[Evert] What others do is of no importance but what 1s 
important is how you yourself fer'. It 1s not casy to feel 
assailed if you know that you are doing the correct thing 
for your party and country. Political experience, more- 
over, teaches that you should not give greater emphasis 
to ssolated and transitory events than to those that 
endure with time. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Do you share the 
view that a possible withdrawal by Mr Mitsotakis and 
Mr Papandreou from the political scene would case the 
situation in the two parties and relations between them 
and more generally in our political life” 

{Evert} The latest developments have shown that coop- 
cration between the two parties, which | supported in 
difficult times, perhaps creating intraparty frictions, 1s 
not that difficult. It 1s not a question of personalitics bul 
a question of overall concepts of institutions and valucs. 
Of course, personal antagonism between Messicurs Mit- 
sotakis and Papandreou did not help in bringing about 
the necessary coming together. However, it docs not 
mean that it cannot be brought about in the future. It 
suffices that there be a coming together following scrious 
work, steady work for the sake of the people whom we 
must, first of all, convince that it is necessary. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] So, if t becomes 
necessary in the future, following the next elections, that 
we once again have a cooperation government, what 
form of cooperation do you prefer’ 

[Evert] | prefer cooperation between ND and the 
PASOK. Experience from the 8 years of PASOK govern- 
ment and the positions that ND has taken in practice 
show that differences between them in matters of policy 
implementation are not great. ND had significant ideo- 
logical and political differences with the Coalition [of the 
Left for Progress}. Nevertheless, the reconciliation that 
was achieved during the summer was most positive. And 
we must continue the good relations and cooperation 
that we can have on important issucs of institutions and 
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pnincipics. However. political rapprochement ts difficult 
for ND and the Coalition [of the Left for Progress]. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Some talk about 
the need for creating a center-right schema made up of 
ND and the PASOK. What do you say about that’ 
[Evert] | do not think that there 1s any reason why the 
existing partics should break up. The two parties. the 
way they are now structured, can coopercie. 


(KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] To what can be 
atirsbuted the fact that ND did not succeed. for a second 
tume in a few months, in obtaining scif-sufficrency” To 
its Own errors or to successful moves by its opponents’ 
[Evert] That 1s duc, first of all, to the electoral law. ND 
would have attained self-sufficiency with the previous 
law. With the cxrsteng law the percentage we need to aim 
at 1s very high. Then 1 was the fact that the Coalition 
sustained losses that went over to the PASOK. And 
tinally ND's organizational structure in the last clections 
could have been better. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] How do explain 
the PASOK’s clectoral rise after so much had been talked 
about and under the conditions the clections were held” 
[Evert] One segment of the Iefi’s voters could not com- 
prehend the great significance of cooperation between 
ND and the Coalition and went over to the PASOK. 
Nevertheless, | am one of those who never agreed with 
the view of those who saw the PASOK falling to low 
levels. Even in June 1 saw ut stabilizing around 37-39 


percent, something that happened. A serious interpreta- 
tron of the phenomenon 1s acceded. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] You have come 
out om favor of the reinforced proportional clectoral 
sysiem. [passage omitted] Why do you want this system 
and sclf-suffiency since you sce cooperation as possible 
and necessary” 

[Evert] | am not dogmatically set in favor of the rein- 
forced proportional clectoral sysiem. However, | do 
prerer it now. First of all, because we are in a crisis whose 
solution requires a strong government. Secondly, 
because the implementation of the simple proportional 
clectoral system needs, besides a partisan rapproche- 
ment, a public admunistration that has been properly 
structured and that would function unhampered. 
Thirdly, because on the most critical 3 years up to 1992 
we must move forward quickly and decisively. And we 
must not wasic our time on time-consuming procedures 
that could turn out to be costly for the country. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Under what con- 
ditions do you think that ND could attain self- 
sufficrency after the next clections’ 

[Evert] It must take mitiatives, with concrete proposals, 
on various issucs for the purpose of consolidating agree- 
ment. It must organize its political base more and make 
clearer its sdeologica’ positions. We are a liberal party 
but we are also radicals. We want, for cxample, private 
initiative bul up to a port that provides benefits but 
docs not do any harm. ND's basic principle is that a 
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political democracy cannot cx1st without a social democ- 
racy. So, we must once again cmphatically promote the 
ideology of radical liberalism which. unfortunately, we 
have forgotten these past few years. 


(RIRIAKA THK ELEVTHEROTIPIA] What do you 
mean’ 

[Evert] | mean that we kept the term “liberal” that 
alludes to the republicanism of the country but we forgot 
that ND is also a radical party that, through peaccful 
procedures, 1s trying to sidcline every outmoded and 
anachronistic clement of public life. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Mr Evert. who 1s 
to blame for forgetting ND's radicalism” 

[Evert] All of us are to blame. all the cadres. all are to 
blame. 


{[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] [passage 
omitted] Were you not satisfied with Mr Sartzctakis’ 
stance on and his handling of issucs in the recent critical 
developments” 

[Evert] To the contrary. | praised his position and 
actions that were irreproachable. But | do ask: What 
would have been the position, for example, of K. Kara- 
maniis and what would the Greek position had been if he 
had represented our country in the EC when the issucs 
relating to East Europe were being discussed”? Or what 
would have happened if, during the phase of non- 
government, we had had a crisis with Turkey” 


KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] You know K. 
well. Do you believe that he considers all 

that has occured in our country from last January—or 

even before—up to now proper” 

[Evert] | believe that Karamanlis has been very much 

troubled for some time now over what is happening in 

our country. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] What about the 
coalition ? 

[Evert] | have not seen Karamanlis since the formation 
of the government. However, knowing his principics and 
general views | would say that he certainly would agree 
with the coalition format but previously he would have 
been interested in the effectiveness of the format and the 
venture. Alas if our people were to be disillusioned by 
this common effort by all of the political parties. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] You recently 
spoke of the need for completing catharsis. 

[Evert] The citizenry must not get the fecling that 
politicians are “covering up™ the scandals. 
[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] How can they 
cover them up” By intervening in the courts” 

[Evert] No, of course. But through their political stance 
the parties must show the judges that they clearly desire 


an impartial compiction of the process of catharsis, 
regardiess of what the judicial outcome would be. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] What do you 
mean” 
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[Evert] Let me recount an cxampic. When a yudec secs a 
woman who has charged somconc with raping her 
coming imto the court chamber arm in arm with thes 
someone then it many be difficult for the judge to try 
him without justified confusron over what he was secing. 
So, even from now, with regard to the scandals, yudgcs 
must judge impartially. But im thes they must also be 
helped by the clearcut position of the political partics. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Do you have 
reason to believe that the stance of a given party ieads 
clsewhere”’ 

[Evert] No, absoluicly nonc. But how the parties” stance 
appears 1s also important. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] In other words, 
what should ND do” 

[Evert] It should continue mmsisting that the case mus’ be 
complicted without hesitation and that the mmpartial 
decision of the courts be given so that no doubt remains 
in the minds of the citizens about the intentions and 
practices of the politicians. [i 1s a maticr of substance. 
not formality. 


[KIRIAKATIKI ELEVTHEROTIPIA] Let us conclude 
with the formulation of your own personal view of Mr 
Mitsotakis. [passage omitted] 

[Evert] Mr Mitsotakis 1s an exceptional politician with 
great self-control. He can cxapress himself poltically but 
he lacks the capability communicating to the publec from 
the “balcony.” He 1s good im tactical moves but not so 
good in the laying out of strategy. [passage omuticd] 


* National Selfishness, Short Sightedness Regretted 
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[Text] “Marginal people” 1s a category of maladjusted 
individuals in a society. This category covers all those 
who live and act outside a society's rules. We also have 

“lumpen™ individuals, those marginal people who not 
only live outside the rules but who are also against them. 
while at the same time they have reached the lowest 
levels of decadence. It appears that in today's Europe a 
new category of statics 1s being created: lumpen states to 
which our country 1s a candidate, judging by the state- 
ments of EC Commissioner Mrs. Vaso Papandreou 
during her recent visit to Athens. Specifically, Mrs. 
Papandreou warned us: “We live in an cra of tremen- 
dous development and challenges and whoever docs not 
participate becomes marginal.” In plain Greek, that 1, 
and in a manner more diplomatic than that of diplomats. 
she told us that as a country we are becoming marginal. 
And to avoid leaving any doubt, Mrs. Papandreou., after 
speaking about the three circles in the Europe of the 
future, emphasized that “bold efforts will be necessary so 
Greece will not shift from the first circle to the second.” 
Diplomats, of course. try to avord naming things by their 
real name. 


For this reason, Mrs. Papandreouw tried to avond direct 
characterizations. Perhaps she also fevls a little guilty 











No one knows any more what is truc and what is 


More importantly, something that 1s present im all our 
actions: the flecting aspect, the lack of continuity, the 
total absence of a sense of time—those things which 
condemn us to live always as marginal people, those 
which put us ito internal underdevclopment—no 
maticr how much our hopes arc buoyed by our own 
words and how much we feel relieved by our own 
slogans. Unfortunately, Mrs. Papandreou is right. We 
are a lumpen country. 


* Data, Commentary on 5 Nov 1989 Election 


* Pre-Flectoral Estimates 
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[Article by Panos Loukakos: “Those Who Are Self- 
Sufficrent Cannot Provide Solutions. God Forbid™] 


[Text] In a few hours voting booths will open to provide 
the results of the second clection in 5 months. Exact 
forecasts, of course, do not cast. Certainly ND [New 
Democracy] will be the number one party, the PASOK 
[Panhellenic Socialist Movement] number two and the 
Coalition [of the Left and Progress} number three. How- 
ever, there 1 mo data available that provides clear 
indications to what cxtent the percentage cach party 
receives will lead to the establishment of a viable self- 
sufficrent government. This 15 so because we should not 
forget the following: “Even if ND should obtam a 
marginal self-sufficrent majority, we will, once again, in 
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4 months at the laicst,. have to have ciectrons of the 
PASOK were to obtain 121 scats today.” 


Today's clections reveal base differences trom Junc’s 


things—now unbchevable—thc* he had proclaimed 
since 1981. Nor was the PASOK leader convincing mm hs 
argument that he was in a position to govern and to solve 
problems that hed accumulated. 


Konstantinos Misotakrs was able to make some impres- 
sion but he surcly underestemates the micthgence of the 
voters if he thinks that “housecleaning” and better 
management of the cconomy constitutc a miraculous 
achrevement in view of the present crisis. It 1s also clear 
for the nonfanatics that nevther did the ND president 
formulate a concrete and clear policy proposal for the 
future, a program that would confront casting problems. 
that would gct the country out of its vicious circle 


We have gone to the polls. In 1981. voters approached 
the same polling booths enthusiastically Andreas Papan- 
dreow had then fabricated a dream that convinced most 
people. But he turned owt to be a har, Mr Mitsotakes 
today 1s not a liar. He has not, however, formulated any 
political dream capable of firing up people. He can do it 
but does he have the cleverness’ Cannot there be a 
dream under cxrsting conditions” Each one has hrs own 
answer and 1s alrcady giving it in the polling booths. 


It +s, therefore, clear that we have arrived at clectons 
without a compass, without knowing where we are 
heading, without knowing how and if we will pct out of 
the criss. No party provided a credible and effective 
prospect for the future mm the pre-clection campaign. 


Tome and page after page were consumed over the bases 
imssuc, about what Papandreow said or did not say to 
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So, we are gorng to the polls. Agammst the bases. against 
the “jount government,” against the Rashid case, against 
the theeves. against the “spendthrifi static.” agains, 


However, we do not have the capability to vote for 
combatting pollutvon and the chaos m cducation and 
health 


We do not have the capability to vote against our dasly 


problem cannot be found only mm self-sufficiency. Even if 
eae ner aed pnay benny cad me 


It 1s today clear that Greece 1s om a transition pernod. 
that reason the best result that could ensuc 
clectons 1% transitory im nature, mm other words a 
that would not give anyone a definite and irrevocable 


those who will do less harm. And we are wanting. 
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Text] Final clectson results natronwide were as follows: 

were 16,584 clectoral precincts where 8,637,323 
persons were registered. Of those, 6,798,159 voted. 
There were © 696,484 valid votes, 70.513 invalid votes 









































even before it becomes a government, as proved by the and 31,162 blank ballots. Participation reached 78.71 
Mr Someritis. percent 
Nationwide F lection Results 
Parties Parhamemary Electrons Parhamentary Electrons 
November Jun 1985 ioe) 1977 1974 

Votes Percem Seats Percem Percem Percemt Percem Percem 
ND 1089 8s “#19 ian “1 whe 87 41s “1 
PASOK 2.720.565 406) im” wid 4882 “ao 6M 1% 
Coaltiron 733,426 10% 21 1301 1.73 12.27 12% ea) 
Independents 48 426 6.72 2 on” 63) 0.20 044 0 & 
Ahernative Ecology Movement "047 om ! 
Leftrst Inetiative 13.549 0 20 0 ow 195 
Kotlatos 13004 Oo" 0 
Footagy of Greece 1 o1s 0 
Loherals Pany $08? 008 0 on 017 o™M 
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Nationwide Election Results (( ontineed) 
Parucs Parhamemar, Elecvoms Parkamentary bicctsoms 
November June 198s 1961 1977 1974 
Votes Peroem Seats Percem Percem Percem Percent Percem 
“Bienk Balloss™ 442) oo” 0 
KKEML[Marusticoam) | 3233 008 0 os 
ASKE (C ombetrve Socsaiest Party 1.992 0a) 0 004 
of Greece} 
ML-KAKE [Marum- 13s 00) 0 002 
Leneness -AKE) 
EAM [National Lsberatron Front} 1.320 00? 
AKEP [Self-Dependem Labor 1252 002 0 003 
Policy Movement | 
EEK [National Unefyong Party} 1063 04? A 
Trotsh y rte 
Cny mpm 845 oo 0 002 
OAKKE [KAE Reconsructon 633 oor 0 oo! 
* Results Compared - 
QOESOIGBC Athens ELEVTHEROTIPIA in Greek 8 Se ee 
7 Now 89 p 12 18 June 1989 5 November 1989 
ND 28 47% 
Text} PAsSOK “™» “m7! 
Table 1: Men's, Women's and Mixed Electoral Precincts ““""""" — - 
— — — Other 179 204 
ND 4557 46 08 474) 
PASOK 6? 40 4) 42.71 
Coalition 12.99 11.399 791 Table 6: Second Electoral District of Piraeus 
18 June 1989 5 November 1989 
Table 2: Urban, Rural and Semi-Urban Precincts ND 4.13 35.31 
Ueen Rural Sent Aioen PASOK 40) BO 44% 
ND “2? a 56 “ax ( oalrteem 2109 17.64 
PASOK 17 424 40 40 Cas 3.38 209 
Coalition 4M ait 922 
Table 3: First Electoral District of Athens Table 7: First Electoral District of Salonica 
18 June 1989 S November | 989 18 June 1989 S November 1989 
ND 478? aww XD 45 60 46.32 
PASOK wa 12.83 PASOK MII 895 
( oaltion 1? 14% Coalition Te 12.92 
Cnher 48) 2&2 (Onher 2” 181 























Table 4: Second Electoral District of Athens 









































18 June 1989 5 November 1989 Table 8: Second Electoral District of Salonica 

ND wm 40 #1 18 June 1989 S November | 989 
PASOK 35 60 wit ND 47.2 anon 
C aalrtion 20 #9 17.70 PASOK was 40.85 
Omher 393 2. Coalitvon 11.25 o” 
(nher hu 0% 
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Table 9: Results of Five Single-Seat Districts 
Evrytania Zakynthos Kefallinia Levkas Samos 
PASOK 50.0 434 424 45.3 418 
ND 444 419 411 53.0 375 
Coalition 5.0 13.7 15.1 08 19.4 
Other 04 08 08 os 07 
* Leftist Views Results revision) and the 1985 election (1984 revision), the 


9OES0198D Athens ELEVTHEROTIPIA in Greek 
10 Nov 89 p 21 


[Article by Manolis G. Drettakis, deputy of the First 
Electoral District of Athens: “First Evaluation of the 
Elections” ] 


[Text] On 28 June 1989, ELEVTHEROTIPIA published 
our first analysis of the 18 June 1989 elections with 
regard to the following: 


—Its basic characteristics (abstentions, invalid and 
blank ballots). 

—Shifts of the electorate compared to the 2 June 1985 
elections. 

—Influence of the electoral system on the distribution of 
seats. 


—Its primary political messages. 


We will undertake the same kind of an.’ in this 
article with regard to the results of the 5 '- «ember 1989 
elections but the comparison ‘vill be bow + :ih the results 
of the June 1989 elections . 14 the resuiis of the June 
1985 elections. 


Just as in the case of the 28 Sune 1989 article, this first 
analysis cannot go into details and for that reason i: is 
limited to a gencral outline. We reserve the right to go 
into a more detailed analysis, in due time, of the 
November 1989 elections. 


Small Abstention Increase 


As was the case in the June 1989 elections, so in the 
November 1989 elections during the announcement of 
the results on television it was apparent that there was a 
substantial abstention rate. This was due to the fact that 
among those registered are also those who vote under 
special conditions (civi’ servants, the military, and so 
on). These voters, however, are also properly registered 
on regular electoral lists. The increase in the overall 
registered voters together with the voters in special 
conditions gives a fictitiously inflated abstention rate. 


However, after the issuance of the final results we have 
the total of those who came and voted and we can 
compare them with the total of those who are registered 
on electoral lists on the basis of which the elections were 
held. 


In Table | below we give the number of those registered 
on electoral lists in the November 1989 election (1989 
electoral list revision), the June 1989 election (1988 


number of those voting and the abstention rate (that 1s, 
the percentage that represents those who did not come to 
the polling places). 





Table 1: Registered Voters, Those V and Those 
Abstaining in the November 1889, June 1989, and June 
1985 Elections 














Electsons Registered Taose Voting Those 
Voters AbDstaining 
Nov 89 8,061,603 6,798,159 15.67 percent 
Jun 89 7,892,904 6.669.228 15.50 percent 
Jun 85 7,662,403 6.442.466 16.18 percent 














From a look at Table | it appears that while there was a 
drop in the abstention rate in the June 1989 elections 
compared to the 1985 elections, in the November 1989 
one there was a slight increase. It is difficult to estimate 
if, indeed, there were changes in the abstention rate and 
what their extent was because both in the 1984 electoral 
list revision as well as that of 1988 and 1989 there were 
twice-registered individuals (and their presence inflates 
the abstention rate). Nevertheless, those registered twice 
in 1988 and 1989 are far fewer than in 1984 because of 
the fact that electoral lists had been subject to a large- 
scale cleanup of those who had died and those who had 
registered twice. 


With the reservation about those who have been men- 
tioned as having been registered twice, we observe that 
in the June 1989 elections as well as in the November 
1989 elections it does not appear that there were great 
changes in the abstention rate compared to the 1985 
elections. 


Specifically, with regard to the November 1989 elec- 
tions, the above observation means that despite the fact 
that these elections were held no more than 5 months 
afier the June 1989 elections and despite the faci vat 
they were held when workers had taken their vacations 
and schools were open, voters came to the polls en 
masse. One reason for this was the unusually polarized 
nature of the November 1989 elections. 


Decrease in Invalid and Blank Votes 


The problem of blank ballots, that was not solved in the 
June 1989 clections, was solved in the November 1989 
elections through a simple leaflet put out by the Ministry 
of Interior. Thus, all judicial representatives at all polling 
places presented every voter—without their asking for 
it—a blank ballot together with other leaflets. 
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Both in the June 1989 and November 1989 elections— 
contrary to the 1985 elections—invalid ballots were 
counted separately from blank ballots. Blank ballots in 
the June 1989 elections came to 19.446, while in the 
November 1989 elections they came to 31,162, in other 
words they showed an increase of | 1.696. On the other 
hand, invalid ballots that in June 1989 were 128.551 
decreased in the November 1989 elections to 70,513. In 
other words, there was a decrease of 58,038. 


Since we do not have separate data for blank and invalid 
ballots for the 1985 elections, we provide in Table 2 the 
overall invalid and blank ballots in the November and 
June 1989 elections as well as the June 1985 elections 
mcluding the percentage that these ballots represent in 

















the overall number of those voting. 
Table 2: Invalid and Blank Ballots in the November 1989, 
June 1989, and June 1985 Elections 
Election No. of Invalid and | Percentage of Invalid 
Blank Ballots and Blank Ballots 

Nov 89 101,675 1.50 percent 

Jun 89 148,017 2.22 percent 
Jun89 $7,372 0.89 percent 











From a look at Table 2 it appears that while there was a 
big increase in the number of invalid and blank ballots in 
the June 1989 elections, compared to the 1985 elections, 
a big drop was noted in the November elections. The 
noteworthy thing in this development is that it 1s due to 
the decrease in the number of invalid votes. It will be 
worth exami.uing whether this decrease is due to the fact 
that in November only parliamentary elections were held 
while in June there were also Euroelections at the same 
time or whether it was due to other reasons. Al any rate, 
the drop in invalid ballots is a very satisfying surprise of 
the November elections. 


On the other hand, the increase in blank baliots by only 
11,696—despite the fact that all voters were given 
them—shows that those who voted in November wanted 
to explicitly express their preference (voting primarily 
for one of the three first parties). This too constitutes yet 
another indication of the polarized state prevailing in 
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Shifts in the Electorate 


The results of the June 1989 clections showed that the 
electorate significantly shfited compared to the 1985 
elections. 


In the November elections it appears that there was a 
small-scale rallying to the PASOK by tts voters who had 
not voted for it in June. 


Because of decisions made by certain parties belonging 
to the conservative wing (EPEN [National Political 
Union] and DIANA [Democratic Renewal]) not to “get 
involved” in coalitions in the November clections, we 
hereby provide their percentages (EPEN 0.60 percent in 
1985 and 0.32 percent in June 1989, DIANA 1.01 
percent in June 1989), together with ND’s percentage 
(for that reason there is an asterisk) so that we may 
ascertain the extent of any shifts in November from the 
centrist arena, that is today represented by the PASOK, 
to the conservative arena that is represented by ND. 


The fact that the PASOK and the Coalition supported a 
joint candidate in Levkas obliges us, for purposes of 
comparison, to apportion the percentage that represents 
the votes obtained by Apostolos Lazaris (0.17 percent of 
the valid ballots nationwide) to the PASOK (0.12 per- 
cent) (for that reasor there is an asterisk) and to the 
Coalition (0.05 percent). 


Finally, again for purposes of comparison, as a per- 
centage of the Coalition (for that reason there is an 
asterisk) we give for 1985 the sum total of the strength of 
the KKE [Greek Communist Party] (9.89 percent), the 
KKE (Interior) (1.84 percent), for June 1989 the sum 
total of the strength of the Coalition (13.13 percent) and 
the KKE (Interior)-AA [Restorative Left] (0.28 percent) 
and for November 1989 the sum total of the strength of 
the Coalition (10.97 percent) and the Leftist Initiative 
PKO [as published] (0.20 percent, together with, as we 
mentioned before, the 0.05 percent from Levkas). 


In Table 3 we give the party results of the November 
1989, June 1989 and June 1985 elections, as well as the 





























November. difference in percentages among these three elections. 

Table 3: Percentage of Valid Votes Parties Received in the June 1985, June 1989, and November 1989 Elections 
Parties 1989 1985 Nov 89 Differences 

Nov Jun Jun Jun 85 Jun 85 Nov 89 

ND* 46.19 45.61 41.44 0.58 4.17 4.75 
PASOK* 40.79 39.13 45.82 1.66 669 -$.03 
Coalition® 11.22 13.4) 11.73 219 1.68 O51 
Other 1.80 18s 1.01 0.05 084 0.79 
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
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From a look at Table 3 the following is observed: 


—In November, the PASOK picked up 1.66 percent of 
the 6.69 percent it lost in June 1989. Its final losses in 
November, compared to 1985, were 5.03 percent, Le. 
11 percent of its 1985 strength. The increase in 
November 1s basically due to the antiright syndrome 
that prevailed with the goal being to bring about a 
decrease in the differences in the PASOK and ND and 
thanks to the electoral system in preventing ND’s 
self-sufficiency. 


—In November, ND obtained only 0.51 more percent 
compared to the strength of the ND together with 
DIANA and EPEN in June 1989, a strength that had 
increased 4.17 percent compared to the strength of 
ND plus EPEN in 1985. ND’s final gains in 
November, compared to the strength of the ND plus 
EPEN in 1985, was 4.75 percent, in other words 
slightly less than the PASOK’s losses. These final gains 
represent an increase of 11.5 percent of its strength 
over the strength of ND plus EPEN in 1985. 
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—The Coalition lost 2.19 percent in November 1989. 
This means that because of the prevalence of the 
antiright syndrome, mentioned above, it lost 1.68 
percent it had won in June 1985 compared to 1985 
and, moreover, it lost 0.51 percent of its 1985 
strength. That is, its final losses in November, com- 
pared to 1985, were on the order of 4.8 percent of its 
1985 strength. 


—In November, other parties remained at the same 
approximate !evels they were in June 1989. 


Party Distribution of Seats 


On the basis of these results, as well as the fraudulent 
newer reinforced electoral system that the PASOK pro- 
posed and that it and ND enacted in March 1989, the 
distribution of seats in the November and June elections 
are given in the first and third columns of Table 4. 
Appearing in the second and fourth columns is the 
distribution of seats in the November and June elections 
in accordance with the simple proportional electoral 


system. 





Table 4: Distribution of Seats in the 5 November 1989 and 18 June 89 Elections on the Basis of the Newer Reinforced 
and Simple Proportional Electoral Systems 























Parties Nov 89 Jun 89 

Newer Reinforced Simple Proportronal Newer Reinforced Simple Proportional 
ND 148 140 145 135 
PASOK 128 123 125 120 
Coalition 21 33 28 4! 
Other 3 a 2 4 
Total 300 300 300 

















Observing Table 4 we see that the newer reinforced 

electoral system, both in the November and June 1989 

elections, bolstered the number one and two parties to 

the detriment of the number three, four, etc. parties. 

Specifically, the electoral system accomplished the fol- 

lowing: 

—In November, it took away | 2 seats from the Coalition 
and | seat from other parties and gave them to ND (8) 
and the PASOK (5). With the simple proportional 
electoral system the PASOK, together with the Coali- 
tion and Lazaris, will have 157 deputies in the 
November Chamber of Deputies. 


—In June 1989, it took away 13 seats from the Coalition 
and 2 seats from other parties and gave them to ND 
(10) and the PASOK (5). With the simple proportional 
electoral system the PASOK, together with the Coali- 
tion of the Left, had 161 deputies in the June 1989 
Chamber of Deputies. 


First Evaluations 


With the results of both the November and June 1989 
elections, the sovereign people—especially on the basis 
of the one and only simple proportional electoral sys- 
tem—put an end to single party majority governments 





and called on the political leaders of the country to form 
governments of cooperation that would have a majority 
in the Chamber of Deputies and among the people and 
that would be committed to a joint program with guar- 
antees for its implementation. The only forces that can 
form such governments are progressive ones that were 
(57.5 percent in 1985) and continue to be (52 percent in 
June and November 1989) a majority among the people. 


* High, Low Points 
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{Article by G. Tambakopoulos: “Women Preferred the 
Big Parties™] 


[Text] Compared to June 1989, both ND and the 
PASOK increased their percentages in 10 specific elec- 
toral districts in the November 1989 elections. More- 
over, both parties were preferred more by women voters 
than men, while, on the other hand, the Coalition was 
preferred by men and lesser by women. 


The 10 electoral districts where the two big parties 
obtained their highest and lowest percentages were the 
same as those in the June 1989 elections, as was 
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expected. Increases shown by ND and the PASOK in 
certain of these 10 districts even came to 7 percent, such 
as the percentage ND received in Rodopi that. neverthe- 
less, was included among those districts where ND 
received its lowest percentage! Specifically, it had 
received 31.93 percent in the June elections and 37.49 
percent in last Sunday's elections. 


New Democracy 


ND’s highest percentages in November 1989 (percent- 
ages it received in June 1989 are placed in parentheses) 
came from the following 10 electoral districts: Lakonia 
61.05 (58.19), Kastoria 59.24 (58.14), Messinia 54.36 
(52.03), Fokis 53.65 (50.67), Argolis 53.52 (50.94), Evros 
$3.44 (51.39), Serrai 53.36 (51.11), Flerima 52.52 
easy Diama 52.15 (50.30), and Khalkidiki 51.57 
(50.00). 


ND received its lowest percentages in the following 
districts: Samos 41.75 (39.51), Akhaia 41.61 (38.30), 
Second Electoral District of Athens 40.81 (39.44), 
Kerkyra 40.14 (38.39), Lesvos 38.62 (36.09). Khania 
38.53 (36.33), Lasithion 38.03 (36.57), Rodopi 37.49 
(31.93), Second Electoral District of Piracus 35.51 
(34.15), and Irakleion 33.97 (32.75). 


The PASOK 


The PASOK’s highest percentages came from the fol- 
lowing 10 ciectoral districts: Irakleion 57.05 (55.29), 
Lasithion ‘4.85 (54.11), Dodekanisos 50.72 (49.65) 
Khania 49.04 (47.64), Rethymni 48.38 (47.78), Akhaia 
48.03 (45.52), lleia 46.69 (45.83), Evvoia 46.27 (44.43), 
Second Electoral District of Piraeus 44.76 (40.79), and 
Pella 44.57 (42.87). 


The PASOK received its lowest percentages in the fol- 
lowing electoral districts: 


Serrai 38.22 (37.34), Samos 37.52 (35.85), Fokis 37.29 
(37.07), Arta 36.62 (35.46), Messinia 36.10 (34.93), 
Kastoria 34.42 (33.65), First Electoral District of Athens 
32.83 (30.33), Lakonia 31.22 (31.00), Xanthi 28.94 
(34.31), and Rodopi 27.23 (28.27). 


The Coalition 

The Coalition received its highest percentages in the 
following electoral districts: Lesvos 20.26 (23.85), Samos 
19.44 (22.61), Second Elecioral District of Athens 17.69 
(20.87), Second Electoral District of Piracus 17.68 
(21.68), Kefallinia 15.08 (19.72), First Electoral District 
of Athens 14.96 (16.96), Larisa 14.48 (16.89), Kerkyra 
13.91 (16.25), Zakynthos 13.67 (16.95), and Trikala 
13.05 (14.43). 


The Coalition received its lowest percentages in the 
following electoral districts: Hleia 6.25 (8.05), Korinthos 
5.92 (7.10), Evros 5.83 (7.25), Dodekanisos 5.66 (7.14), 
Kastoria 5.49 (6.17), Kyklades 5.42 (7.02), Evrytania 5 
(6.40), Drama 4.94 (6.27), Rodopi 4.56 (4.51), and 
Xanthi 3.44 (3.28). 
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Men and Women 


Women preferred ND over the PASOK while. on the 
other hand, women voted overwhelmingly against the 
Coalition {men preferred it over women). More specifi- 
cally, 45.56 percent of the male voters voted for ND 
compared to 43.79 percent in the June 1989 elections. In 
other words, there was a 1.77 percent increase of those 
men who preferred ND. The PASOK was preferred by 
39.68 percent of the male voters, compared to 38.09 
percent in June. Here too there was a 1.59 percent 
imcrease over the June 1989 elections. 


On the other hand, 12.39 percent of the male voters 
preferred the Coalition that is, there was a 1.99 percent 
decrease over the June 1989 elections when this figure 
was 14.38 percent. 


As for female voters, 46.07 percent voted for ND. that is, 
there was a 1.68 percent increase over June when the 
figure was 44.39. For the PASOK. there was a 1.57 
increase: 40.42 percent of female voters voted for the 
PASOK compared to 38.85 percent who had voted for it 
in June. For the Coalition, there was a 1.96 decrease: 
11.40 percent of female voters voted for the Coalition 
compared to 13.36 percent in June. 


* Center Right Castigated 
QESOI98F Athens | KATHIMERINI in Greek 
7 Nov 89 p 24 


[Article by Takis Mikhas: “Confirmation of Forecasts” ] 


[Text] In our previous article we had written that if ND 
tad taken advantage of the past few months to improve 
the quality and education of its party cadres, working out 
with the greatest care the logical sequence of its promises 
and making use of its capability to gain access to mass 
news media so that it might in this way balance out, even 
partially, the mass antiliberal brainwashing of the last 8 
years, the 5 November elections would have been easy as 
pie and self-sufficiency would have been in its pocket. Of 
course, nothing like that ever happened. 


The one-sided emphasis given to the success of the 
Tzannetakis government resulted in the party forces 
being absorbed in publication and administrative preoc- 
cupations while at the same time the cuphoria prevailing 
among party cadres both because of normal cooperation 
with the Coalition as well as the bringing of leading 
PASOK cadres to justice prevented a calm and in-depth 
analysis of party organizational weaknesses. 


Even the justified endeavor to avoid aggravating the 
pre-electoral atmosphere and the attempt to attract “cen- 
trist™” voters resulted in essentially weaking the political 
raison d'etre of the center-right party. Thus, quite often 
the impression was given that ND's political reason for 
being was epitomized simply and only in the attempt to 
have voters convinced that it does not have a political 
reason for being ('). 
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Finally, and most important of all, there remained the 
fact that ND altogether negiected what 1 had called “the 
task of ideological catharsis.~ In an article we wrote right 
after the formation of the Tzannctakis government we 
commented as follows: 


“If the Tzannetakis govenment docs not show the 
required courage in the matter of ideological catharsis, if 
it does not see to 1 that the liberal wing will at least have 
the same access to state ideological devices as static 
interventionisis, if, in other words, it sacrifices the clarm 
for sdeological catharsis on the altar of ‘agreement.’ this 
deed will not be merely ideologically neutral but will be 
shown to be in favor of the present anti-liberal status 
quo. This will result in our once again heading for 
elections in an out of proportion climate of ideas whose 
evaluations and hierarchization will be clearly hostile to 
a liberal option.” 

This 1s exactly what happened. The elections were held 
tn an sGcological atmosphere that was, despite the culti- 
vated artificial euphoria, hostile to the values of liber- 
alism, something that, moreover, became evident from 
the apologetic stance maintained by ND whenever men- 
tion was made of “Thatcherism”™ or privatization. 


Unfortunately, this disdain shown to the people of ideas 
and the necessity for ideological struggle that charater- 
ized and continues to characterize political circles of the 
Greek center right has once again led to none too 
especially positive developments. Just as we hac cxactly 
foreseen... 


* ND's Failure Discussed 


WESO198G Athens 1 KATHIMERINI in Greek 
12 Nov 89 p 4 


[Article by Nikos Simos: “We Have Lost Self- 
Sufficiency. Stop} 

[Text] No one doubts that the electoral system deprived 
ND of self-sufficiency. The 5 November results, com- 
pared to the 1985 election results, attest to the truc 
reason why it voted for it, even though before the 
elections ND said that it only referred to the subversive 
role of the clectoral system. The electoral system, of 
course, constitutes sufficient justifiction for the failure of 
a party that, although it broke the record by getting over 
3 million votes, nevertheless did not manage in getting 
self-sufficiency. 


This, however, seems to be one side of the coin because 
on the other side the question is justifiably raised how 
and why this self-sufficiency did not come about—in 
other words, why ND did not get an even bigger differ- 
ence from the PASOK—when so many and various 
things had taken precedence to the detriment of Mr A. 
Papandreow and his party, when the majority in the 
Chamber of Deputies agreed to have high-ranking party 


officials indicted, when besides what had been uncov- 
ered there were and still are other questions that are 
awaiting answers and when, in the final analysis, the 
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center might party has -arsed the banner of national 
reconciliation, al a time when the PASOK 1s managing to 
aggravate the atmosphere... 


Before the clections, | KATHIMERINL. in analyses and in 
an evaluation of the results of last June, had repeatedly 
emphasized that this time self-sufficiency would be 
decided by the provinces. Furthermore, this was a logical 
thing. In the urban centers, the difference that ND had 
gained over the PASOK could not grow any more. This 
was confirmed. Wherever ND increased its strength so did 
the PASOK. Thus, the difference in these centers remained 
stationary or slightly increased in favor of the PASOK. 


Now, the game was Icfi to be played out in the provinces. 
Indeed, ND increased its strength there. In quite a few 
cases it also increased its difference vis-a-vis the PASOK 
in relation to the June results. Thes difference, however, 
was not enough to compensate for the limitations on 
gains of seats the electoral system imposed, while on the 
other hand in many regions the PASOK succeeded im 
holding on to the June difference while at the same time 
“looting™ seats from the Coalition. 


Thus, the broader area made up of the provinces that 
would have given ND self-sufficiency deprived it of . The 
reasons for this require analysis and seem to have some 
significant interest, since before the clections everybody 
was saying that the provinces “go with the country.” 


Perhaps this firm perception in the provinces no longer 
holds true. After this perhaps two other factors should be 
evaluated, factors that probably contributed to ND's not 
succeeding in obtaining a marginal majority. 


One of these factors is the party's strategy. The other 1s 
its Organizational structure. 


With regard to the former, even if any who tried to 
criticize the party's strategy are in danger of being 
described as post-Christ prophets, there 1s only one 

truth, namely that in the clash between the open rift on 
which the PASOK insisted and national reconciliation 
that ND promoted the former prevailed. More specifi- 
cally, the mild atmosphere that very properly—among 
other things—Mr Mitsotak:s proclaimed was muiscon- 
sirued in the provinces as party maction resulting in the 
party's fecbleness in the provinces. Why it was miscon- 
strued must be sought in the nonexistence of a party 
organizational structure that will be analyzed further on. 


Thus, a low-keyed policy was not sufficiently justified with 
the result that an impression of declining ideological 
behavior on the part of ND was created among the people 
living in the provinces. The message was missing. Together 
with this was the “vanguard” that should have been 
opposed to the open nft that Mr Papandreou advanced, 
and to the antiright tactics that PASOK’s ideological 
message expressed. As to how much this was necessary 1s 
apparent not only from the result that maintains that the 
two-party system as the principal option in the the minds 
of the Greek voters. It is also to be found in that this 


long-lasting two-party system im Greece has traditionally 
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imposed on cach of the two big parties having a “van- 
guard,” a point of reference that rallies its followers and at 
the same time brings in others to its ranks. 

ND does not have its own “anti™ to oppose the PASOK’'s 
antiright vehemence, overlooking the fact that in the 
provinces dynamism both counts and misicads... Per- 
haps more toughness on ND's part would have led to 
even marginal self-sufficiency. And yet political ana- 
lysts—who will be kept busy with the party, that for the 
first time ever surpassed 3 million votes—will have to 
take a position in the dilemma: In other words, would it 
be preferable for the liberal faction to win the elections 
by using a sharper political nift—such as the one the 
PASOK used to rally its followers? Or would it be 
preferable to set the foundations for another political 
concept that even if the two party system were to be 
maintained it would consolidate other customs of our 
political life? The trade-off would be the long-term 
benetits but with today’s cost being not attaining the 
final goal. 


Let us now go over to the other and more decisive factor 
that contributed to ND's being deprived of sclf- 
sufficiency, namely the party's lack of organization. 
Besides the fact that the breakup of the party apparatus 
deprived ND of conveyors and interpreters of 11s mes- 
sages which resulied in a miusinterpretation of its 
Strategy. this absence also had one shortcoming, more 
serious than impressions left in the provinces. Namely, 
that the PASOK appeared in the provinces with dash 
and goals, while ND, with passiveness, trusting in the 
capability of the electorate to recognize the 3-month task 
of national reconciliation and institutional changes and 
to reward it. The most interesting thing perhaps is why 
this organizational breakup existed in the first place 
because when party cadres realized that they did not 
have any benefits from their party preoccupations they 
preferred to become devoted to candidates for deputy, to 
develop party leader activities and thus expect some- 
thing from the deputy and even more if the elected 
deputy were to become a minister. 


After all this, of course, the question as to how ND could 
increase its percentage or difference over the PASOK in 
case elections were to be held immediately is a very 
normal one because the argument on bebalf of self- 
sufficiency that the people do not want another clection 
and consequently will vote for the existing number-one 
party is not sufficient. Much more when the § November 
results show the people entrenched behind the trenches 
of the two big parties. 


* Reasons for PASOK Success 
QESOI98H Athens | KATHIMERINI in Greek 
10 Now 89 p6 


[Article by Themos Anastasiadis: “Reason for Political 
*Madness”™”) 


[Text] The spontancous reaction of many to the unques- 
tionably uncxpected election results was inevitable. 
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“This country does not need sociologists or political 
analysts, it needs a psychiatrist.” However. evaluations 
by the foreign press were on the same wave length. That 
press attributed the sudden verdict of the Greek voters to 
the chasm in the Greek soul, invoking Zorba and every 
other silly and irrational clement in our sdsosyncracies. 


As everyone admits publicly or privately, the most 
important fact was that the PASOK not merely held on 
to its strength. to the not-at-all-paliry 39.2 percent of 
June, but tangibly increased i surpassing 40.5 percent. 
The writer of this column, who had remarked immedi- 
ately after the June eSections that that 39.2 percent “was 
right here.” in other words it ted a 
social current in favor of the PASOK, is— 
sincerely—unhappy that his estimates turned out to be 
truce. Now, most acocpt the fact that we have to do with 


a social phenomenon. 


Now, who are these 40 percent and why do they insist on 
voting “crazily” according to evaluations of the 
remainder’? First of all, we must consider somewhat 
exaggerated that 40 percent of the Greek people “are 
psychotic.” “they do not know what their own interests 
are.” “they vote for thieves and robbers,” “they acquit 
swindiers” and other things that are written in fits of 
anger. 


Except for one extremely populist segment, those calied 
“Avrianists™ [term derived from the newspaper AVRI- 
ANI, a PASOK organ] who are identified with all the 
negative clements of the PASOK’s image (they admire 
Menios even though “he grabbed the stuff.” they like 
Tombras because he 1s a “bully” and they like Andreas 
because “his soul says it” and “he got the girl”), the 
remaining PASOK followers and members are simple 
normal Greeks just like all the others (as normal as 
Greeks can be. that 1s). As for those who ask why they 
voted for the PASOK. here are a few answers: 


1. The PASOK remains the basic “antiright™ force. (Let 
uS not start discussions about what antiright 1s or is not. 
Thus, the big mass that traditionally has been voting 
antiright over the last 40 years has no other option. They 
would either have to go over to the communist left, with 
which they have very little in common, or else vote for 
ND that also is something to be ruled out. 


2. Sensitivity of the social body in general to meanings, 
such as embezzlement and squandering of the public 
money, respect for law and the constitution, family 
models, cic., has been very much blunted. This is well 
known and does not characterize only the 40 percent 
who voted for the PASOK..... As to why is a matter of an 
extended sociological analysis that will certainly take 
into account the historic devclopment of the Greek state, 
the relationship between the state and its citizens (or 
rather subjects), the given view of public opinion over 
the conduct by politicians, and the prevailing concepts 
concerning honor, dignity, and family behavior. This, of 
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course, 1s a big probiem that has not now appeared. 
Evidently those who reckoned on the dynamism of the 
slogan “down with the thicves™ did not take into con- 
sideration the above-meationed things cnough. 


3. Many are asking how and why while 39.2 percent 
voted for the PASOK in June, now after the revelations 
and bringing guilty parties to justice thal percentage rose 
to 40.7 percent. Let them, however, ask themselves first 
of all what the inquiries of the cxamining commitices 
and discussions in the Chamber of Deputies added to all 
that was already known. Unfortunately almost nothing. 
It was general knowledge that impressive facts and proof 
about scandals (to avoid misunderstandings. this writcr 
belreves that the scandals occured and that Mr Papan- 
dreou bears responsibility, but how about proof”) did not 
see the light of day. Thus, those who had some doubts 
were not convinced. Moreover, we bring to mind the 
very moderate appearances in the Chamber of Deputies 
during the discussion on proposals for bringing guilty 
parties to justice by those ND spokesmen who allowed 
PASOK representatives to take the discussion where 
they wanted or to counterattack ND. Do you not think 
that all of this was done without some cost’ Does not the 
fact that not bringing the guilty to justice over the 
scandal of the century, that was described as the biggest 
of all, will have no cost? Let us admit ut. The way 
proceedings on bringing the guilty partics to justice was 
not at all convincing! 


“Liberalism” 


4. Beyond the basic antiright pole, the PASOK was Icfi to 
represent the sole defender of the social state. The 
incapability of ND’s “liberal” profile to attract broader 
Strata of the people has been observed since June 1989. 
Liberal solutions find acceptance only among those who 
one way or another will vote for ND! For the others, 
either because of ignorance or because of very substan- 
tial interests linked to the state they constitute a 
“threat.” The PASOK exploited this very well while 
speaking about “Thatcherism.” And. certainly, it 1s a 
political mistake when you have against you masses of 
salaried workers, pensioners, and farmers to talk about 
“temporary unemployment the cost of which you will 
shoulder” (perhaps unemployed candidates do not have 
the same opinion), to play with price decontrols (for 
example, bread and price lists) and to overemphasize 
that you would close or privatize public enterprises. 
Theoretically these positions are correct but in reality are 
not. It was only at the last moment that ND realized the 
problem and began saying that it is also in favor of the 
social welfare state. It was, however, already too late. 


That's it for starts. To understand, in time. that the 40.7 
percent for the PASOK and the 1.9 percent increase for 
ND is not merely a case of “mauness.” And then comes 


the sequel. 
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* Electoral Body's Dynamics 
QWESOIGSI Athens 1 KATHIMERINI in Greek 
10 Now &9 po 


{Article by Akis Kosonas: “And Now We're All Fine__.”] 


[Text] Now we know how the landscape looks like after 
a battle. Now once again the constitution 1s working, the 
gricvous eprsode of the criminalization of political life 
has closed, the “thieves” have mei thew “bugbcars™ 
while party followers are obligated to the timing sport of 
prudence. 


This column (and | KATHIMERINI more gencrally. 
through its vanious articles) had, in time, warned that the 
scene that was being sct up from the end of June on was 
not the best possible. lt was evident that “national 
reconciliation™ does not come about by charging the 
former prime minister for being a “thicf™ nor, or course. 
by talking about an “accused PASOK.” The “accused 
PASOK™ was vindicated. We wrote the following in the 
wssuc of Friday, 3 November, page 6: “The PASOK’s 
friends will go to the polls ‘for retaliatron” in order to 
seck revenge.” Elsewhere we wrote, “The PASOK’s 
followers and friends want to feel accused, they are not 
‘afraind’ of fecling accused. Despite assurances by Mr 
Mitsotakis that “the PASOK does not stand accused but 
its president 1s. PASOK’'s people do not accept the 
policy of being deprived of Mr A. Papandreou.~ 


This was 3 November. Besides, this marked the slogan 
that was being heard at all PASOK meetings: “Hands off 
Andreas.” The clectorate had warned about its inten- 
tions. 


Al any rate, regardicss of how “dumb™ voters may be 
there 1s ample data that reveal a stigma. As unbelievabic 
as this stigma may seem we must take it into account. In 
another case we mect with misfortune both as politicians 
and analysts. In June, in that entire pre-clection period, 
it was evident that PASOK voters were more or less 
ashamed ito say that they were PASOK voters. In this 
particular pre-clectoral period not only was the same 
phenomenon not observed but the press wrote that there 
was an animation prevailing at mectings that was lacking 
in June. Therefore, a cool occupation with matters would 
have led to cooler forecasts and also realizations. 


Ons: essential result of the recent clectrons—for purposes 
of study, of course—is thar the electorate ts acquiring its 
own particular force while it 1s under fire from all sides 
with all means of marketing [word rendered im English]. 
It would not be an arbitrary act for us to presume that a 
new powerful social class 1s being built on the foundation 
of the modernization that the 1981-1989 government 
followed—a clearly distorted modernization—but which 
influenced the “reshaping™ of the social fabric of the 
country. 


Another result of these clections was that actions taken 
by top echelon levels must have the suppori of the grass 
roots otherwise they are not espoused or approved by the 
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electorate. In other words, the most serious bul maxi- 
malist superseding—in 3 or 4 months—of the differ- 
ences between Mr Mitsotakis and Mr Florakis. so that 
the initiative would be adopted by the people as well. 
And. of course, no one can criticize the Greek people for 
being immature when for years now the leftrst citizen has 
been brought up to understand that his “natural and 
class enemy™ was the nght while, on the other hand. just 
the opposite was the rule for the mghtist citizen. 


The mix-up that followed the June clections will have 
had some result. Much more gricvous im this phase for 
the left that has never had power, as was the case with the 
right. for 1 to be tolerant and susceptible to “rapproche- 
ment.” much more when i ts not a question of a 
rapprochement of kindred parties but alliances of 
domaines that had been marked oul as opponents. 


Al any rate, afier so much we are all fine... 


* Responsibility Attributed 
WESOIGSI Athens TO VIMA TIS AIRLAKIS in Greek 
12? Now 89 p 16 


[Article by Marios Ploritis: “Apprarsal of the Elections] 


[Excerpt] Who said that we are a country of the blessed— 
or, at least, the semi-blessed” Proof 1s the result of last 
Sunday's clections when al! parties could say that they 
were both satisfied and dissatisfied! 


ND. of course, was satisfied that m increased its per- 
centage by 1.94 ports (44.25 percent in June and 46.19 
percent now), but it was also dissatisfied that it did not 
obtain self-sufficiency and did not manage to become the 


government. 


The PASOK was also satisfied that 1 raised its per- 
centage by 1.52 points (from 39.15 percent in June to 
40.67 percent now) and prevented ND from obtaining 
self-sufficiency but 1 was also dissatisfied that 1 could 
not manage to lay claim to becoming the government 
even by “tying up” votes of the Coalition and the 
independents. 


Even the Coalition was satisfied that its slogan “without 
self-sufficiency” became a fact and that it continues to 
play a governing role but it was also dissatisfied that its 
strength decreased by 2.16 points and that consequently 
it was shown to be the sole “minus” of the elections. 


The simple proportional ciectoral system fanatics, 

finally. as well as those favoring coalition governments, 

were satisfied that no one party government could be 

formed but they were also dissatisfied that bipartisan- 

ship has been strengthened and no government seems 

possible since alliances resemble cach other this time 
more than ever before. 


Thus, “there is always laughter after lamentation™ 


(Xenophon, “Greek,” sixth chapter, pages 2 and 9), all 
cry and laugh—and the only one who docs not laugh is 
this “unexplainable” and incorrigible country. 
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Nevertheless, besides these gnevous and happy things 
there are some other objective things to be discerned. 


If we were to adopt, for a moment, the “divisive lines” so 
dear to the PASOK we would have to stand on two 


diametrically opposite poles: the “antiright™ on the one 
hand and the “anti-PASOK™ on the other hand: 


The antiright™ now obtained 51.64 percent of the vote 
(the PASOK’s 40.67 percent plus the Coalition's 10.97 
percent), while in June ut obtained 52.27 percent (the 
PASOK’s 39.15 percent plus the Coalition's 13.12 per- 
cent). In 1985, it obtained 57.55 percent (the PASOK’s 
458.82 percent plus the Coalition’s 11.73 percent). In 
other words, there was a decrease in the “antiright™ front 
by 6.63 percent from June to November and by 5.9! 
percent from 1985 up to now. 


On the other hand, the “anti-PASOK™ front has now 
obtained $7.16 percent of the vote (ND's 46.19 percent 
plus the Coalition's 10.97 percent). while in June it 
obtained 57.37 percent (ND 44.25 percent plus the 
Coalition’s 13.12 percent). In 1985, u obtained 52.57 
percent (the ND’s 40.84 percent plus the Coalition's 
11.73 percent). Consequently, a decrease was noted in 
the “anti-PASOK”™ front by 0.21 percent from Junc to 
November and an increase by 4.5 percent from 1985 up 
to now. 


In other words, the differences in the two fronts were 
minimal between June and November but great between 
1985 and the present. They also reveal an increase in 
“anti-PASOKism™ and a corresponding decrease in 
“antirightism™ by 10.50 percent, something which, of 
course, constitutes a big “achievement” for the PASOK 
and shows how were yesterday's boasts by 
its leader about a “big and clear victory” for his party 
(interview given over TOP-FM on 6 November)'... 


Regardiess of the above, how does one explain the 
increase in ND and PASOK percentages and the corre- 
sponding decline of the Coalition Lefi’s between June 
and November” 


ND's new November votes came. of course, both from 
DIANA and from PASOK turncoets. The PASOK’s 1.72 
percent “plus” was most evidently a product of the 2.16 
percent “minus” of the Coalition but also partly from 
DIANA as well as from the return of some PASOK 
“deserters.” 


The explanation for this “phenomenon™ 1s known. In 
June. the Coalition dared to cooperate in the formation 
of a government whose exclusive purpose was to prevent 
the annulment of the PASOK’s scandals and the enact- 
ment of a few important laws—as was done. This coop- 
eration was not only slandered by the PASOK (as was 
natural) but was not understood by a segment of the left's 
followers. Attached to the old “syndromes.” dogmatisms 
and forms of Manichacanism, they considered this coop- 
eration as a betrayal of the party, the labor movement, 
the “class struggle” and so on. These resulted in “rifts” 
and crises within the Coalition and the loss of 120,000 
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votes esther to “blank ballots” (something well under- 
stood) or to the PASOK—that, of course, never did 
betray socialist ideology, never betrayed the workers. 
never implemented a one-sided austerity program, never 
enacted antisirike laws, never exercised a mghtist policy 
and never plundered the public treasury' 


Nevertheless. also responsible for the lack of under- 
standing of the Coalition's “bold™ move was the lefi's 
leadership. On the one hand, because for decades it had 
imbued its followers with the belief that the nght consti- 
tuted the “absolute evil” and any contact with i consti- 
tuted high treason, apostasy, betrayal of Marxist ideas 
and of the working class. On the other hand, because it 
did not succeed, 1 was not able and it did not manage to 
convincingly analyze for its members the reasons that 
justified the June option and to get them out of their set 
opinions of yore. 


Also responsible (as 1s ND, moreover) ts the way in 
which catharsis and recourse to clections was planned. 
Two months before (17 September), we pointed out that 
the relevant procedure must be altogether irreproachable 
and, above all, that elections should not be held before 
the judicial inquiry and judgement of the accused was 
completed. Also, that “martyrs” and “victims” should 
noi be created because martyrs (even false ones) provoke 
“emotional shocks,” rallying, polarization and “Khom- 
cynusm™ that is as damaging as the release of the 
defendants themselves...“ 


We concluded as follows: “...1f, in the past, martyrs died 
on some cross and entered the “kingdom of heuven,” 
today it 1s not umprobablie that guilty “martyrs” might 
obtain electoral preference crosses and might ensure the 
“kingdom of the parliamentary seat.“ And this would be 
one more deception, one more distortion of our political 
life, worse that the first.” 


This, of course, occured up to a point. It gave the false 
right to the PASOK to boasi that had achieved (not 
only) a numerical victory (that is correct) but also a 
“moral victory.” 


Of course, the fact remains to explain how a party “is 
morally justified” when its own morals are expressed by 
the Koskotas-type Koutsogiorgas, Petsos, Louvaras and 
Tombras models, as well as by Avrianist fascism, vul- 
garism and barbarism. [passage omitted]. 


* Voting Criteria 
WESOIY8K Athens TO VIMA TIS KIRIAKIS in Greek 
5 Nov 89 pp 8-9 


[Article researched by G. Lakopoulos and reported by M. 
Papagiannidis and |. Drakopoulos: “Voting Criteria and 
Behavior of *Patricians’ and ‘Plebcians™”} 


[Excerpts] At one point in history man was equal only 
before God. Afterwards, things changed. Somebody 
invented political parties, ballots, and elections. There 
was thus created another level of brilliant equality: the 
ballot box. The “society of voters” may be a 24-hour 


FBIS-WEU-90-007-S 
10 January 1990 


society but it also has its attraction. Nobody knows how 
to distinguish to whom belongs cach vote that is destined 
to judge the fate of others over a rather long period of 
tume. The late Georgios Papandreou knew something 
when he used to say “votes do not have a color,” just like 
money. 


From the moment Mr Martin Scorsese discovered “the 
color of money,” that. in the last analysis, 1s not a 
“right,” frightful suspicions over the “color of the vote” 
were created. It is not, of course, very polite for one to 
ask right and lefi “for whom did you vote?” Let alone 
that it is prohibited by the existing electoral law that Mr 
A.G. Papandreou so hurriedly drafted and that Mr K. 
Miutsotakis profits from. Nobody, however. prohibits the 
question “how did you vote?” And it was this legal 
vacuum that TO VIMA tried to fill in: It asked identified 
and unidentified voters the following question: 


“Today, you will go into the polling booth with 35 ballots 
in your hand. What will you think of mainly at that 
moment and on what criteria will you decide to cast your 
ballot?” 


Essentially, it was an attempt to discover the character of 
the ballots of today’s voting by way of criteria that shape 
political intentions of voters who are equal among them- 
selves as voters but are not at all as social and spiritual 
entities. No matter, there 1s some suspence when instead 
of getting divinations about self-sufficiency a probe is 
made into the feelings with which those who have their 
Own personal myth and those who consume such myths 
come to the polls. This 1s so because at a time when an 
unidentified citizen casily assimilates the “idol” that is 
fabricated for him by the advertisers of Mr A. Papan- 
dreou, Mr K. Mitsotakis and Mr Florakis, the identified 
citizen theoretically does not have any reason to con- 
tribute to this assimilation. The opposite would have led 
to the acknowledgement that in Greece today politics— 
in the narrow sense of the word—ranks ahead of science, 


art, and philosophy. 


The answers that follow are cloquent. Despite focusing 
the question exclusively on the criteria and feelings of 
voting, the majority of those questioned revealed, on 
their own accord, the party they would vote for. Regu- 
lations concerning voting secrecy were not merely disre- 
garded; cxposed were also the—original—innocent 
intentions of the reportage. 


The content of the answers and comparisons among 
them lead, almost with certainty, to a peculiar conclu- 
sion: It seems that almost no one in this country votes in 
accordance with class, economic, and social criteria as 
many think. The “national feeling” of arrogance and 
“personal subconscious feelings” of the past are what 
shape political intentions. Political parties vainly seck 
social groups “they represent.” Nobody cares who “rep- 
resents” them in order to vote for him. 


Shall we say it more simply’? When somebody is asked 
“on what criteria will you vote” it 1s as if he were asked 
somewhat “on what criteria is the Pan-Athencan soccer 
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team?” Consequently, followers are followers, either 
talking about soccer or politics. Betweeen the intellectual 
and simple citizen there 1s a Common ground where men 
with various origins of social position, economic silua- 
tion, and education meet. If Kari Marx were living and 
were to take a look at this report he would pull out his 
hair. Both patncians and plebcians, count and the 
common peopic, “those who have been made aware.” as 
well as the “lumpen.” the immortal and common mor- 
tals, the bourgeoisie, and the proletarians are threatening 
to lead histonc materialism into bankruptcy’ “Class 
consciousness” and “political analysis” constitute spe- 
cies in short supply here in the southern side of the 
Balkans. (Exceptions merely confirm the rule). Electoral 
behavior 1s shaped by other criteria. [passage omitted] 
It 1s surprising that many identified voters, without their 
being asked, hastened to declare their party preference. 
As if to confess that their fate in this country is to be put 
to party use. Besides, the last re-registration period of 
our political life was sufficiently instructive. Quite a few 
identified persons of the arts, athictics, and literature— 
with doubtful backgrounds in politics—placed them- 
selves on candidate lists. With the same facility that they 
sometimes set their signatures to “proclamations” for 
pre-election support of political parties. 

The thing becomes tragic when with the passage of time 
the same signatures are set to proclamations with com- 
pletely different content. [passage omitted] 


Epilogue: At this hour when “Greece ts sighing in elec- 
toral polling centers” crazy things are being discovered: 
The economic stratification of Greek society is dimin- 
ishing and its social and spiritual components are giving 
way to partisan preferences that antecede the criteria 
that would have given them content. Party staffs have 
vainly promoted for so long “their own™ for the purpose 
of convincing anonynous ones about their qualitative 
content. [passage omitted] 


* Poll on Voters’ Wishes 


QOESOI98L Athens KIRIAKATIKI ELEWTHEROTIPIA 
in Greek 12 Nov 89 pp 18-19 


[Text] Now that the election resulis have not left any 
given party self-sufficient, what kind of government 
would the majority of the Greek people prefer? 
Answering this question were 800 voters 18 years of age 
and above who were involved in a poll conducted by the 
ALKO polling firm between 7 and 10 November in the 
broader Athens region, namely the Attiki basin. 


The survey primarily revealed that only 15 percent of the 
voters recourse to new clections, while 85 
percent believed that the parties should find a govern- 
ment solution among themselves. However, what kind of 
solution? The answers reveal that the big majority of ND 
voters (47.2 percent) and Coalition voters (61.8 percent) 
want a government of personalitics, while only 31.5 
percent of the PASOK voters express this preference. 
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On the other hand, 60.3 percent of the PASOK voters 
believe that a government should be formed with the 
Coalition and the Ecologists, a prospect that 1s seen by 
just 24.7 percent of the Coalition voters and 32 percent 


of the Ecologists. 


A 28.2 percent of ND voters prefer an ND-Coalition 
government, while just 6.1 percent of the Coalition 
prefer this. Finally, 1.2 percent of the ND voters want an 
ND-PASOK government, while 1.1 percent of the 
PASOK and | percent of the Coalition voters prefer this. 


It is worth noting that while in the general total of those 
questioned only 15 percent want immediate clections, 
this solution finds more adherents among the ND voters 
(23.2 percent), the PASOK (7 percent), the Coalition (6.1! 
percent) and the Ecologists (4 percent). 


We should also point out here that with their preference 
for a government of personalities those questioned 
include the solution of a coalition government (of all 
parties). 


By Age Group 


If we examine the poll results by age group we find that 
all ages agree on one thing and, in fact. overwhelmingly 
(average 45 percent), namely that a government of 
personalities be formed. From that point on, the highest 
percentage (30.4 percent) in favor of a PASOK- 
Coalition-Ecologists government 1s encountered among 
nue in he 2004 ao ee The highest percentage 
(19.8 percent) in favor of an ND-Coalition government 
is encountered in the 45-54 age bracket. The highest 
percentage (just 3 percent) for an ND-PASOK govern- 
ment is encountered among those in the 25-34 age 
bracket. The highest percentage (49.3 percent) for a 
government of personalities 1s encountered among those 
65 years of age and over. 


Finally, the highest percentage (28.6 percent) of those 
who ask that elections be held again mght now 1s to be 
found among those between 18 and 24 years of age. 
those, in other words, who have voted the least times in 
their lives. 


‘What Prime Minister? 


Six names of candidates for prime minister in a coalition 
government are included in the poll question. They are 
G. Alevras, Ap. Lazaris, G. Rallis, K. Simiutis, K. Stefa- 
nopoulos and Tz. Tzannectakis. The two predominating 
names are former Prime Minister Tzanors Tzannetakis 
(26.8 percent) and Independent Deputy Apostolos Laz- 
aris (18 percent). Third im line is Kostis 

(13.7 percent), fourth is Georgios Rallis (10.2 percent), 
fifth is Giannis Alevras (9.6 percent) and sixth is Kostas 
Simitss (6.8 percent). 


Examining the answers from an age viewpoint we find 
that the greatest preference (33.3 percent) for Tzannis 
Tzannetakis comes from those in the 45-54 age group. 
The smallest percentage (23.2 percent) for Tzannetakis 
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comes from those in the 25-34 age group. Apostolos 


Lazaris (25.5 percent) has hrs greatest acceptance among 
those 35 and 44 years of age, while the smallest accep- 


tance (6.5 percent) among those 65 years of age and 
above. 


Finally, examining the preference of voters by party we 


Stefanopoulos, something thal suggests thal a significant 
percentage of DIANA’s followers abstained from voting. 





Table la: What Kind of Government Do You Want’ 


Questron Followsng the recent election results wha of the following 
60 you thent musi or donc” 





























































































































find that 60.8 percent of ND voters want Tzannis Sen 
Tzannetakis, while 1.5 percent of the PASOK voters, 8.2 Total Mon Women 
percent of the Coalition voters and 4 percent of the — — — 
Ecologists prefer him. A 0.3 percent of ND voters want 
Apostolos Lazaris, while 28.4 percent of the PASOK Pescens Percent Pescens 
voters, 46.4 percent of the Coalition voters and 28 PASOK<Coslition-Ecol- 255 2s 29 
percent of the Ecologists want him. ogsts Government 
ND < cabsson Govern- 129 109 148 
Among PASOK voters a high position is held by Giannis) em" 
pe a ge ne at nh al TI oe oe 
cent 4 percent). | - 
has many “followers” among the Ecologists(24 percent). —_,,.. aad aaa Ges 45 
In the column “Did Not Vote™ in the last table we note - 
the preference of 37.7 percent of those questioned for Mr  Smmedumie Eiecuons = — 38 
Table 1b: What Kind of Government Do You Want? 
Age Group 
e260} 25-38 35-44 45-54 S$ 65s 
112 l 168 TT 14) 8 ” 
Percent Percemt Percent Percem Percem Percent 
PASOK < oalstion-Ecologssts Govern- 20.5 w4 6.1 234 23.7 273 
ment 
NDC oalition Government 45 a9 141 198 78 104 
ND-PASOK Government oe 30 22 21 17 _ 
Government of Personalities 45.5 ar 429 440 “9g a3 
Immediate Elections ls int 14.7 106 me 130 
Table ic: What Kind of Government Do You Want? 
Party They Voted For 
ND PASOK | Coalition | Ecologists Onher Blane Did Not | Did Not 
Ballon Vote Answer 
322 257 7 25 3 16 4s 5 
Percent Percent Percent Percem Number Number Percem Percemt 
of of 
respon- | respon- 
dents dents 
PASOK Coalition-Ecologssts Govern- - 603 47 320 “ (4) 22.2 $7 
ment 
ND< aalition Government 28.2 — 61 80 =_ i) 44 29 
ND-PASOK Government 12 i! 10 ~ - (1) 44 14 
Government of Personalities 472 NS 618 $60 (2) ‘s ae 629 
Immediate Elections 23.2 70 6.1 40 _ (5) 200 174 
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Table 2a: Which Prime Minister Do You Want’? 





Quesuon Unde: present comGssoms and om case a CoOalon gowermment «formed etom of the following would you ean! as prme moenesier” 





















































































































































Sea 
Total Men women 
on oes on 
Percent Percent Percem 
Guannes Alecvras 96 as 106 
Apomotos Lazarns 180 206 iss 
Georgpos Rules 2 ik4 7 
honstandenos Semetrs 6s oe 7s 
Kost Sartanopoulos 37 47 124 
Tiannes T zannetakes des 4 m1 
Did Not Know a3 43 Ps 
Dad Not Answer 66 mW 62 
Table 2b: Which Prime Minister Do You Want? 
Age Group 
18-24 2 VW4e 45-54 SS he OS- 
112 1o8 is 14! 77 

Percent Percem Percent Percem Percem Percent 
Giannes Alevras 80 as 4 as ue 49 
Apostolos Lazarrs ik4 238 25.5 163 ne 65 
Georpos Ralirs 116 $9 | 3 44 130 
Konstandinos Semitrs 36 a9 LA 64 42 09 
Kost Stefanopoulos 23.2 137 109 18 127 09 
Trann:s T zannetabes 29 23.2 244 33 22.0 27.3 
Did Not Know 10.7 10.1 3 $7 18 130 
Dnd Not Answer 36 5 87 $7 59 26 

Table 2c: Which Prime Minister Do You Want? 
Party They Voted For 
ND PASOK Coalition | Ecologists Onher Biankt | Did Not | Did Not 
Vote Ansetr 
322 257 ” 25 5 16 45 35 
Percem Percent Percent Percem Number | Number | Percem Percent 
of respon- | of respon- 
dents dents 

Giannes Alevras 03 25.7 $1 120 - a 44 - 
Apostolos Lazarns 16 m4 ana 20 _- _ 29 28 
Georpos Ralls 199 07 62 80 ~ (s) 44 28 
Konstandimos Semitis 09 44 $1 240 ~ (4) 22 28 
Kosts Stefanopoulos 4 1o4 72 80 _ am 37.7 200 
Tranny Tzannetakis 608 5 82 40 _ Pa) 44 28 
Did Not Know 49 4) 1h4 80 (2) (4) a9 400 
Did Not Answer 40 $4 82 80 (1) (1) ae 28 5 



































* Polls’ Seccesses, Failures 
WESOIGRM Athens | KATHIMERINI in Greek 
12 Now 89 p 16 
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three om the Attsk: basen areca thal are Compared with the 
clecon results themscives) 


Showing up very cicarly ss the wery bigh percentage of 
undecided voters im all polls conducted. namely fucte- 
ating betecen 6.46 percent im the DIMEL poll and 15.3 
percent om the MRB poll. it ss also cicar that woth the 


Nevertheless. MRB. DIMEL and ALKO all prowsded 


mierpretatsons on the basrs of the apportionment of the 
undeaded voters 


MRB: ND wens over 2 small percentage of the PASOK 
voters. The PASOK loses a lutie to ND and a percentage 
of undecaded voters. The Coalition lost voters to the 
PASOK. 


DIMEL: Following an apportionment of undecided 
voters, = was determined thal party percentages would 
fluctuate between 45.5-46.6 percent for ND. 37-39 per- 
cent for the PASOK and 12- 14 percent for the Coalmon 


ALKO: Following an apportionment of undecided 
voters, as well as those not ansecring. the percentages 
would come out to plus 2 percent for ND. plus or minus 
0.5 percent for the PASOK and minus 2 percent for the 
Coalition. 


As becomes evident following these observations. the 
overall picture of the polls 1s improved on rclateon to the 
results. What clear in most polls « ND's rise. some- 
thing that turned out to be truc. Secondly. a drop m the 
Coalition was also observed. also something that turned 
Out to be truce. Whal was not anticipated or at least was 
not appreciated in a beticr posible fashion was the 
PASOK’s rise. 


Nevertheless, gencrally speaking there 1s trustworthiness 
and the polls can constitute an unusually useful “tool” in 


the discovery of public opimon trends. 


Polling firms gave tests in this difficult pre-clection 
penod as far as polls themselves are concerned and they 
succeeded to a great extent. However, an enduring poll 
phenomenon appeared, namely a high percentage of 
undecided voters that changes the poll results from those 
of the elections themselves. 


Consequently. the burden falls on the polling teams that 


analyze poll results so that they might mterpret trends 
and process the apportionment of undecsded voters 
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* Inal Reports on Privatization Seminar Mensing is the some. We are planning ts belle modoe 
90ES0248A Istanbul DUNYA in Turkish housing with full infrastructure. A concrete example 

7 8 Now 89 this is the Halkali and Eryaman projects. We are getting 


[Segments one and two of serialized article in column by 
Fasih Inal, economist: “Privatization Seminar™] 


[7 Nov p 4] 


[Text] A remarkable increase has occurred lately in 
seminars and panci discussions about economic privati- 
zation, foreign capital, and the European Community. 
You cannot decide which of these seminars, each more 
interesting than the next, to attend. Even if you do not 
try to go to all of them, but just to two a week, it will still 
be impossible for you to lead a normal life, much less 
make a living. 

Bearing in mind our responsibility to attend the semi- 
nars and summarize them for you, it is still an onerous 
yob. Nevertheless, we attended the privatization seminar 
sponsored last week by the Turkish E:onomic Law 
Research Foundation and will now try to summarize the 
opinions of the participants. 


Seminar panelists were Okkes Ozuygur, Public Housing 
and State Partnership Administration chairman; Pro- 
fessor Erdogan Alkin; Osman Ulagay, CUMHURIYET 
columnist, and Fasih Inal, DUNYA columnist (this 
writer). Foundation President Cengiz Okaygun delivered 
the opening address, after which he said that Okkes 
Ozuygur had to return urgently to Ankara so questions 
for him only would be entertained and other questions 
would be held until after the speakers had made their 
initial remarks. The floor was turned over to Ozuygur: 


{[Okkes Ozuygur] Privatization is a topic that closely 
concerns the public. Privatization is not something new. 
However, in practice the establishment of the Public 
Housing and State Parnership Administration and 
placement of the SEE’s [State Economic Enterprises] 
under it represented something new and it is always 
rather a difficult job to defend something new. 


First, | would like to explain a little about our organiza- 
tion. This administration is responsible for everything 
from public housing certificates to the financing of 
highway ramps and exits. We are therefore an organiza- 
tion that gets a lot of praise and a lot of criticism. We 
have three basic functions in financing infrastructure: 
roads, infrastructure, and GAP [Southeastern Anatolia 
Irrigation and Hydroelectric Power Project]. We have 
spent $600 million on GAP, and $2 billion on highways, 
because the political authority made a choice and 
decided to stress infrastructure. 


We have reached a foreign trade volume of $25 billion 
today. However, it seems that we are coming to the end 
of this, because our harbors are inadequate and our 
roads are inadequate. We may not even have electrical 
energy in the long run. So this is why we are going ahead 
with these investments. 


no criticism on these two matters. 

Sut criticism ts intensifying essentially in privatization. 
The SEE’s are $100 billion-$200 billion. Our practices, 
however, are still 1.5 out of 1,000. This is the extent to 
which we are on the job. Yet all world developments 
require privatization. A world economy and world mar- 
kets are developing. Perhaps a concept of world capital 1s 
replacing local and foreign capital. 

It is impossible for all this not to affect the Turkish 
economy. We cannot turn our backs on all of these 
developments. In fact, we are being affected. For 
example, we applied to the EC and, like many countries, 
we are eliminating protectionism. We have set a forcign 
trade goal of $100 billion by the year 2000 after com- 
pleting the infrastructure investments. | would like to 
emphasize the importance of privatization in doing this. 
What will privatization mean? It will get the state out of 
the production branches and allow it to concentrate on 
infrastructure, health, and education. Infrastructure 
invesiments are one of the primary conditions for having 
the entire population participate in economic activity. 


Just as the SEE’s represent a burden on the budget, the 
private sector that takes over those SEE’s will represent 
higher tax revenues. The SEE’s monopoly power and 
political effect on the economy will disappear, and 
productivity will improve. Interventions at the micro 
level will give way to policies at the macro level. In short, 
the transition process from an interventionist economy 
to a liberal economy will be abbreviated. The ability to 
compete at the international level will be possible thanks 
to privatization. Only through such a process can our 
economy be integrated into the EC. 


There are rumors that privatization is taking place 
behind closed doors. However, we are having studies 
made of the various organizations and are distributing 
informational booklets as well. There can be no question 
of this matter’s being carried out behind closed doors. 


Since Okkes Ozuygur had to return to Ankara, questions 
for him were accepted first. 


Questions, Answers 


Professor Selahaitin Tuncer: How many establishments 
have been privatized in Turkey so far? 


[Ozuygur] At TELETAS [Telecommunication Industry, 
Inc.}, 22 percent of the state-held share of 40 percent was 
privatizec. Efforts are continuing on the remaining 18 
percent. The Ansan-Meda Company, a bottling facility, 
was sold for $13 million. Three subsidiary factories were 
also privatized. Seventy percent of USAS [Aircraft Ser- 
vice, Inc.] shares were sold to SAS for $14.5 million, on 
the condition that 21 percent of the profit be turned over 
for 10 years. One hundred percent of four cement 
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factories and 50 percent of Afyon Cement Factory were 
sold for $105 million, with $85 million in advance. 


{[Metsn Utkan) There are rumors that sales are being 
made below value and that the differences are rather 
high. The cement factories are said to have been sold to 
a state organization. If this is true, how can it be 
grivetization? 


[Ozuygur] The Morgan report is available to everyone. It 
says, “The value given for USAS is not the economic 
value of the company. Thus the value shown for USAS is 
higher than its true value.” 


Moreover, USAS and HAVAS [Airport Ground Ser- 
vices, Inc.] were under one roof at the time this report 
was given. USAS's flight attendant services equal 30 
percent of the total of both companies. The rest comes 
from HAVAS’ ground services. It may also be assumed 


that monopoly protection will continuc. 


If someone thinks prices were given without taking these 
things into account, it is just that ihe public has not been 
adequately informed. 


The French cement company is not a state organization, 
or at least more than 50 percent of it is private. 


{Osman Ulagay] Is it just infrastructure that limits 
Turkey's export potential or has manufacturing potential 
also reached its limii? Also, are we not prohibiting the 
investments the private sector needs to make in the 
manufacturing industry as long as we overstress infra- 
structure? Isn't infrastructure increasing inflation, too? 
Ozuygur said that privatization increases our dynamism. 
Has the private sector done what is expected of it and, 
since the private sector is not showing the necessary 
interest in privatization, doesn't that mean too many of 
the SEE’s are going to foreign capital? 


[Ozuygur] PETKIM [Petrochemical Corp.] and 
ERDEMIR [Eregli Iron and Steel Factories, Inc.] are two 
operations that we are proud of. However, what has to be 
done for them to continue as they are? They will need 
investments of $5 billion-$10 billion in a few years. 
Should these investments be made or should this moncy 
be spent on infrastructure investments; this is the essen- 
tial question. 


I was coming to whether the private sector is sufficiently 
motivated. The impression that all of the SEE’s are being 
sold to foreigners is wrong. But one thing is true. We sold 
70 percent of USAS and all of the cement plants to 
foreigners. However, we have the right to buy them back 
if 40 percent of the shares are not offered to the public, 
according to the agreement between us. Morcover, it 
should not be thought that we are selling to foreigners 
even though the public has the purchasing power. 
Turkish industrialists could not pay a high enough price 
for the cement factories, because they do not have a lot 
of experience either. They will Icarn to offer the true 


TURKEY 53 


value over time. On the other hand, Turkish industry has 
the potential to buy PETKIM., and this ts another aspect 
of the matter. 


[Haluk Kansu] Could the cement factories have been 
offered to the public if they had not been sold in a block? 


{Ozuygur] Actually we received individual bids on them. 
However, we had to sell them to foreigners because the 
prices offered were too low. 


[Fatuh Tumay] Is there a condition in privatization that 
foreign firms bring in new technology? 


{Ozuygur] Of course there is. Under the agreemert 
concluded with the French, there are conditions that 
they must introduce new products and open their 
research centers to us. Also, they have to bring at least 
$60 million in new technology and increase capacity. 


[Nejat Ercumen] The cement pianis were sold for about 
$250 billion. Considering the rate of inflation today, will 
we be able to build the same facilities with this money in 
4 or 5 years? 


{Ozuygur] The newest of these factories is 17 years old. 
Some are 20-odd years old. One factory 1s said to come 
out to $100 billion. But if you offer for sale a 1948-model 
shared taxi that still runs, it will not bring the same price, 
naturally, as a new one. These factories are technically 
outmoded. The world standard is to build new cement 
factories after they have been in operation for 3 or 4 


years. 


[Ayhan Unler] You said the factories sold to foreigners 
will be bought back if they do not comply with the 
conditions. How will these prices be set? 


[Ozuygur] There is an option to buy the company back if 
it is not offered publicly within 5 years. The price will be 
set according to business techniques and international 
practices. 

[Nuh Kusculu] Will USAS have monopoly authority’ 
Moreover, I do not think privatization should be delayed 
over public offerings. On the contrary, it may turn 
privatization into a dream. 


[Ozuygur] It 1s impossible not to agree with the second 
part of your question. However, we have forwarded 
various data on this to the press. Let me give an example. 
USAS was said to have a profit of 30 billion in 1988 and 
someone asked how it was sold at this price. But this is 
gross profit and half of it went to the state. This is always 
ignored and it is shown as net profit. Then we become 
traitors. When it is revealed that net profit was 15 billion 
we are thought to have made a good deal. 


As for the first question, USAS was given no monopoly 


rights. In cement, no regional monopoly may be created 
at any rate in that the French, for example, may sell a 
factory near Balikesir only with our approval. 


We shall summarize other addresses tomorrow. 
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[8 Nov p 4] 
[Text] 


Second Speaker 


[Professor Erdogan Alin] | am in favor of privatization; 
I must say this first. In Britain, a great deal of attention 
iS paid to preparing the public. The Labour Party used to 
say they would nationalize all of the siate-owned enter- 
prises that were privatized before, bul now they say. “We 
can forgo nationalization if it 1s good for the economy.” 


The most interesting example is Italy. There two giant 
public partnerships existed and both of them had gone 
completely in the red 7 years ago. Two expert professors 
were brought in to head them and the two companies 
became a little more orderly. However, the two profes- 
sors said the profits were somewhat artificial and that at 
least 49 percent privatization was necessary. The two 
professors ended up being fired as the five-party coali- 
tion began falling apart. 


These professors contended that the two organizations 
were unable to create resources and that they constituted 


a monopoly. 


The status of the state-owned enterprises in Italy 1s quite 
similar to ours. Objective values just have not been used 
in project selection and evaluation. Moreover, economic 
policies have been continuously imposed on them from 
the outside. Oversight has been practically nonexistent. 
There has been a rapid turnover in managers. This 
situation destroys the price structure in the economy. 


What is of essential importance is that it is impossible 
for either the price mechanism or the liberal economy to 
work if the public sector is this influential. The most 
controversial topic 1s that there 1s no state-owned bank 
in Italy that does not have bad debts. This, too, is a little 
more like us. Another drawback 1s constant price hikes. 
These create problems such as unfair taxes, cost infla- 
tion, and the breakdown of income distribution. 


Moreover, prices al state-owned enterprises are raised to 
put artificial profits on their balance sheets. and this 
keeps pressure on private savings, as the higher prices go 
the more it cuts into savings. In addition, it messes up 
the flow of resources in the public sector, because 
financing always comes out of the budget and then no 
spending can be done in areas such as health, education, 
etc. Moreover, their technologies are aging. they cannot 
be renewed and this prevents the state from performing 
its essential duties. 


The biggest objection is to the use of the state-owned 
enterprises as a political tool. They have virtually 
become a means of government blackmail! of the 
economy. Governments have rewarded the ones they 
wished and punished the ones they wished, and this has 
led to preferential appropriations and great abuses. 


However, there are important points among the 
opposing ideas. A large capital increase is just simply 
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necessary to rectify the SEE balance sheets. Only the 
governments make capital increases under favorable 
conditions either on paper or from state-owned banks. 
The EC wiil no longer permit this after 1993, but will 
introduce the principle of giving credit to the SEE’s 
under the same conditions as the private sector. Artifi- 
cial balance sheets create unfair competition. The EC 
will also control manipulation of awarding contracts. 
And they will be looking closely at us on this. 


Another important subject is where the money obtained 
from privatization will be snent. There 1s opposit.on to 
the reestablishment of state-owned enterprises, with 
people saying, “Then what good is privatization?” 


It is necessary to prepare the public in advance if they are 
to welcome privatization. The SEE’s also ought to be 
incorporated with plenty of shares to be offered first to 
the employees. The idea that the “people have no 
moncy” is completely wrong. Even if it were not, 
employees could be offered shares on credit. After the 
workers, shares should be sold to the general public, and 
what remained to foreign capital. However, we should 
not insist that stocks not be sold to anyone clse. 


One thing that I am uncertain about is the right of 
foreign capital organizations to halt local production as a 
part of central strategy. 


Another point that deserves attention 1s that we com- 
plained at one time that “foreign capital invested before 
in fake industries.” Now we are panicked about “key 
industries closing down.” We have to make up our 
minds here. It ts also being said: “Let foreign capital 
build new facilities instead of buying ours.” But why 
should someone come and build a factory in Turkey? 
One must think about that too. 


Third Speaker 

[Osman Ulagay] The Turkish economy's biggest problem 
is the shortage of resources. If our economy has slowed, 
if our growth rate has declined, and if we are experi- 
encing inflation within stagnation, all of these come from 
a lack of resources. Turkey has grown used to living 
beyond its means by borrowing and having resources 
flowing in from the outside and has undertaken large 
infrastructure investments. Bul we are now having to 
face the facts. Foreign payments for principle and 
interest last year were over $8 billion. In contrast, $5 
billion came in from the outside, which means that we 
are losing $3 billion abroad, 5 percent of our national 
income. It 1s impossible for the economy to grow and to 
gct inflation under control as long as we are facing this 
problem. 


What can be done in this situation 1s to limit loan 
payments. However, it is extremely difficult to do that 
on both domestic and foreign loans. 


Therefore, privatization is seen as a means of gctting 
resources from abroad. Actually, the first group's being 
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foreign is mentioned in the Morgan report. It therefore 
seems logical rather than coincidental to me that the first 
buyers are foreign. 


Moreover, can we stay away from this al a time when 
there is talk of a world economy? Does Turkey have is 
Own Strategy anyway”? For only in that case can we act by 
our own free will, not the will of the forezgn buyers. 


Also, those who try to keep their businesses afloat by 
artificial support at a time when outward orientation 1s 
widespread are paying a heavy price. One of the means 
for this is inflation. All businesses working behind 
monopoly and protection barriers, whether public or 
private, are in the same situation. However, 1s privati- 
zation the only way to do this from the standpoint of the 
public enterprises? In fact, it seems from Erdogan 
Alkin’s Italian example that it is possible for this type of 
business to be kept in the public sector and made more 
productive. And this is an important topic of debate. 


Another topic is the risk inherent in privatizing a state 
enterprise that has monopoly status. It is very risky to 
privatize without putting antimonopoly statutes into 
effect for it. Also, it may go very cheaply when sold even 
though it is an SEE, but it may bring a much better price 
if we rehabilitate first. 


Discussion 


[Professor Selahattin Tuncer] Privatization is summa- 
rized in four articles of Mixed Law No 3291. Yet it ts 
impossible to squeeze this broad a topic into this narrow 
a framework. 


There are two institutions in privatization. One is the 
State Partnership Council. This is a mixed council and it 
makes decisions on strategy. The other is the Public 
Housing and State Partnership Administration that 
Okkes Ozuygur heads. This body implements. 


The law envisages four types of privatization. First is sale 
to the private sector, second is leasing, third is granting 
operational rights, and fourth is the transfer and sur- 
render of operation. Of course it 1s debatable whether 
these are true privatization. 


[Ayhan Unluer] The term “sale of shares to the public” 
appears in law No 3291. If suit were brought tomorrow 
and someone said, “Selling most of a company’s shares 
to foreigners is not selling to the public, and it must be 
nullified,” it would be a very difficult situation. There- 
fore, detailed regulations on privatization are necessary. 
However, I would like to point out that privatization ts 
not unconstitutional. 


Meanwhile, what will happen to the moncy carned from 
privatization? If it is wasted, privatization will not have 
achieved its purpose, but if the country gains an institu- 
tion it will have accomplished a great deal. It 1s necessary 
to point out that these facilities are still ours, regardicss 
of to whom they are sold. 
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[Alber Bilen}] I do not believe for a moment thal a 
company that would put capital into PETKIM would 
sabotage production in Turkey. However, care must 
taken in both partner sciectson and terms of contract. It 
would be a good idea to bring in specialized companies, 
especially in petrochemicals. 


What ts essentially important as regards foreign capital ts 
not to get emotional. For example, | neither favor nor 
oppose foreign capital. If foreign capital rs necessary, 
then bring it on. If 11 ts not necessary perhaps 1 1s be ‘er 
to do without 11. 


However. let me make one pot clear. PETKIM cost 
$50 billion to build, and it requires $5 billion every year 
for renovations. Then competition in petrochemicals 
does not depend on capital alone, but technical updating 
1s of primary (portance. 


Something that must not be forgotten 1s the environ- 
ment. Plastics are the most difficult substance im the 
world to get nd of. And this 1s one of the most important 
issucs for PETKIM. Nevertheless, world research ts 
quite advanced on disposal of polyethylene and poly- 
chionde. Nonbiodegradable petrochemicals are now 
extremely difficult to export. It 1s therefore necessary to 
have a technological agreement with a foreign company. 
We do not yet have a data base in chemistry, and this 
means foreign capital 1s imperative in the chemical 
industry and we cannot run PETKIM without it. 


In concluding agreements with international companies, 
it 18 necessary that production be local. But 1 would be 
appropriate not to exclude them entirely from manage- 
ment but to cooperate so that we may learn from them. 


[Professor Halit Elbir] If this seminar had been held 10 
years ago. we would be discussing totally different topics. 
Today no one 1s asking, “Is privatization necessary””; 
discussion now centers on the procedure for privatiza- 
lon. 


Even in the socialist countries privatization that would 
have been unthinkable 5-6 years ago has begun taking 
place, which means we must welcome it as a great 
development for human progress. 


Another issuc 1s whether employment will be reduced 
with privatization. There was a great fear of this in 
Britain, but unemployment went down after privatiza- 
tion. People laid off from a job because of the hiring of 
skilled personnel found employment in other fields. 
There is no need to fear privatization from this stand- 


point. 


{Nuh Kusculuj An article in the Sumer Bank charter of 
1933 provides for its turnover to the private sector as 
soon as possible. But it did not happen. More than half of 
all industry in Turkey 1s state-owned, and the entire 
economy 1s affected by the low productivity and quality 
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of work in the public sector. It is true that no anti- 
privatization opimions have been expressed at this sem- 
inar, but there 1s still public opposition to privatization 
which must be quelled. 


to own shares of stock, that is said to be 8 percent-9 
percent now. 


In Turkey, it is not casy to privatize something like 
CITOSAN [Turkish Cement and Soil Products Industry, 
Inc.} with the inflation we have today and practices such 
as bridge shares. So if it happens that 40 percent ts sold 
to the public in 5 years, that is actually a fine model. 
There is an opinion that “Turkey should let privatization 
wait until it joins the EC.” | think we have to go ahead 
with privatization in order to make our economy more 
productive, not for the EC. It really does not have much 
to do with the EC. 


Why is there no concern in Europe that multinational 
companies may buy an operation and put it out of 
business’ Because they have competitive policies there. 
and if we develop them we will no ‘onger have that 
problem. 


It was my turn to speak after Ulagay. However, I have 
run out of space and will summarize my statement in my 
next column. 


* Prospects of Economic Privatization Viewed 


QOES0249A Istanbul DUNYA in Turkish 
7,8 Now 8&9 


[Article by Professor Ali Ceylan of Uludag University: 
“Privatization” ] 


[7 Nov p 4] 


[Excerpt] As is known, the privatization program has 
been one of the most debated issues in our country in 
recent years. Even though the debate has been intense, 
the notion of privatization in Turkey has not been made 
fully clear in theoretical and practical terms. Privatiza- 
tion, in its broadest sense, means the withdrawal of the 
state from any economic activity and the sale of publicly- 
owned assets and resources to private individus!s and 
corporations. In Turkey, privatization is gencrally 
understood to mean the sale of state economic enter- 
prises [SEE’s] to the private sector. In truth, however, 
privatization is not simply the sale of state-owned cor- 
porations to private individuals and corporations. 

In its broadest sense, privatization can be defined as 
follows: 


1. Sale of SEE's: 


As stated earlier, in Turkey privatization is generally 
understood to mean the sale of SEE's through the 
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transfer of their stock to the private sector. The most 
commonly used privatization method is the sale of at 
least 50 percent of an SEE’s shares to Turkish or foreign 
private individuals or corporations. Some writers have 
been using the term “privatization™ in a sense equivalent 
to “opening up to the public.” However, this latter term 
does not convey the notion of privatization in a broad 
sense. 


2. Liberalization: 


Another definition of privatization 1s liberalization. In 
other words, areas which are monopolized by the gov- 
ernment or the public sector are opened up to the private 
sector or private individuals and corporations. Such a 
move fosters competition, and cheaper and higher 
quality goods and services become available to the 
consumers. In addition, because of a reduced govern- 
ment role in the cconomy, budget expenditures are 
reduced. 


3. Contracting: 


The transfer of responsibility for certain work to the 
private sector on a contract basis can also be defined as 
privatization. In this case, private sector corporations 
are asked to submit bids to perform a specified work. 
wins the contract. The practice of contracting work to 
the private sector reduces the share of the work the 
government has to perform and cuts the cost of the 
service. This also generates major savings in government 
expenditures. 


4. Leasing: 


Leasing 1s another definition of privatization. It is gen- 
erally impossible to privatize moncy-losing state-owned 
corporations through the sale of their stock. Such corpo- 
rations are often leased to the private sector. This way, 
such public corporations may benefit from the success of 
private management. 


5. Transfer of administration: 


Another definition of privatization 1s the transfer of only 
the management of public corporations to the private 
sector in accordance with the terms of a contract. The 
goal of this approach is to ensure the rational manage- 
ment of corporations which are not run efficiently 
because of political considerations and thus to realize 
efficient resource utilization. 


6. Encouragement of joint and private ventures and 
volunteer organizations: 


The enhancement of incentives for government-private 
sector joint ventures and private ventures is also 
included in the definition of privatization. Support for 
volunteer organizations, such as organizations which 
build schools, is also considered a means of increasing 
the share of the private sector in the economy. 
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Geals of Privatization 


Until the world depression of 1929. governments across 
the world generally did not intervene in cconomic 
affairs. However, the great world depression of 1929 
increased the number of people who belicved that the 
government must intervene in the cconomy. In partic- 
government intervention in the economy. According to 
Keynesian economists, the government has four prin- 
cipal economic functions: 

1. To ensure economic stability, 

2. To ensure equitable distribution of income: 

3. To ensure economic growth, 

4. To ensure efficient utilization of resources. 

The role of goverments in economic affairs rapidly grew 
following the failure of the private sector in 1929. 
Developing nations opted to drive their economic 
growth through state-owned corporations and even 
nationalized some private Corporations for this purpose. 
This approach was accepted almost universally in all 
ee 
1950's. 


However, later on some economists began to think that 
this approach constituted “monopolistic capitalism.” 
They argued that in this system the interests of the 
consumer were not protected and that the institution of 
“competition” must be given a larger role. 


Milton Friedman is the most outspoken defender of the 
institution of competition in the capitalist system. In his 
book, “Capitalism and Freedom,” Friedman argues that 
in principle the government must not intervene in the 
economy. According to Friedman all economic activity 
must be conducted by private entrepencurs, the govern- 
ment must only protect the freedom of the individuals 
and must take measures to foster competition in the 
economy. 


The idea of competitive capitalism began to gain prac- 
tical importance in the late 1970's. A World Bank study 
of the world economy during the period 1970-1980, 
showed that economies dominated by the private sector 
had higher growth rates. 


In 1979, the OECD proposed that protected sectors be 
opened up to the private sector to promote competition. 
It was determined that, as a result of privatization work 
in the United States, consumers were offered more 
choices and better service at lower prices and that the 
economy became more efficient and competitive. 


An extensive privatization movement has been 
around the world in recent years. Led by 

industrialized countr.¢s, many developing Asian nations 

have undertaken privatization programs. 

Privatization has various goals. The principal objectives 

of privatization are: 


1. The dismantiement of state monopolies, 
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2. The protection of the consumer by promoting compe- 
tion: 

3. The enhancement of productivity and profitability. 
4. The reduction of the government's role in the 


economy, 
5. The enhancement of government revenues. 

6. The strengthening of democracy by distributing prop- 
erty ownership to the social basc-. 

7. The of a stock market, 

8. The resolution of problems between the government 
and nationalized corporations. [passage omitted] 
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Privatization Work in Turkey 


Privatization is not a new concept in Turkey. When the 
Republic was founded, economic development was 
envisaged to proceed not through direct government 
investments but through private enterprises to be sup- 
ported and encouraged by the 1. The establis- 
ment of Is Bank in 1924 and the enactment of the Law 
on Industrial Incentives—whuich offered extensive priv- 
ileges and exemptions to the private sector—in 1927 are 
the principal examples of the policy of accomplishing 
development and industrialization with the leadership of 
the private sector. It was with this idea in mind that 
when Is Bank was founded in 1924 it was set up as a joint 
stock corporation. Ataturk wanted government owncr- 
ship of corporations to be temporary and wanted these 
corporations to be transferred to the public and the 
private sector when suitable conditions emerged. 
Thanks to this policy, implemented between 1923 and 
1931, several private-sector corporations were formed. 
inadequate compared to the objectives set. 


The upheaval that the great depression of 1929 caused in 
the capitalist world severely shook public confidence in 
free trade and liberal policies in Turkey. In addition, the 
successes of the Soviet Union in these years of crisis won 
the respect of Turkish statesmen. Thus, economic policy 
began to change. This change started with protectionism 
in 1929 and gradually turned into ctatism. 


The aim of the etatist policy that began to be imple- 
mented in the 1930's was to have the government set up 
and operate the industrial corporations that the private 
sector could not build, and to make up for the imade- 
quacy of savings in the private sector by making savings 
mandatory. 


Etatism in Turkey was generally understood to mean the 
establishment and operation of industrial corporations 
by the government because of necessitating conditions. 
The private sector was, in principle, considered to be 
essential for economic development. In other words, in 
contrast to authoritarian regimes, etatism in Turkey was 
not endorsed as a political doctrine but as a necessary 
and temporary economic phase. 
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The privatization of SEE’s became a serious issuc of 
discussion with the introduction of the multiparty 
system in 1950. The Democratic Party tned to transfer 
the SEE’s to the private sector, but it failed. 


In fact, the number of SEE's grew. rather than decreased. 
in the Democratic Party period. 


No steps were taken toward privatization between 1960 
and 1980 because of the implementation of a mixed 
economy policy. 

The 24 January 1980 decisions were the first steps away 
from a mixed economy and toward a liberal economy. 


As 1s known, the objective of the 24 January decisions 
was, in principle, to reduce the burden of the SEE's on 
the resources of the Treasury and the Central Bank, and 
to make the SEE’s set their own prices and operate in 
accordance with market conditions. The privatization 
program began to be implemented after the necessary 
legislative measures were taken and financing was 
obtained from the World Bank in 1984. 


The first privatization project in Turkey was the sale of 
the Telecommunication Industry and Trade Corpora- 
tion (TELETAS). Strong emphasis was put on the sale of 
stock to the public in the privatization of TELETAS. The 
corporations that were privatized later on are: 

1. ANSAN (Ankara Beverage Distribution and Trade 
Corp.). 

2. MEDA (Beverage Distribution and Trade Corp. ). 


a onda Corp Ao. haas Bese 


i 


However, the government cannot be said to have been 
successful in its privatization endeavors thus far. Firstly. 
in order to implement a successful privatization program 
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il &% Very umMportant to establish a sustable aimosphere 
and to win of the support of various social groups. The 
government, on the other hand. apparently lost public 
support im the privatizations that followed the sale of 
TELETAS. The public's posture with regard to privati- 
zation has more recently been determined by block sales 
to foresgners. In truth. the masicr plan for privatization 
States that sales to the public will be given prornty and 
that thes will help the establishment of a stock market. 
Consequently, a very important phase of the privatiza- 
ton program has ended in failure. In general. the success 
of privatization can be ensured by winning the support 
of groups which are opposed to privatization (workers 
and unons) through helping them to buy shares. In 
Turkey, however, the block sales have deepened the 
resentment of groups which are opposed to privatiza- 
von. 


Privatization in a country can succeed only if the people 
support i. Except i the case of TELETAS. the govern- 
ment made no cffort help the people buy shars in the 
privatized statc-owned corporations. In reality. a can 
implement special programs to encourage the peopic. the 
workers, and the unions to buy shares. as has been done 
in other countrics. This way the government can 
encourage the privatc sector to open up to the people. 
promote the distribution of the wealth to the social base. 
and help in the development of a stock market. The most 
difficult bui soundest path to take im privatization ts to 
distribute the shares to the social base as much as 
possibile. 

The sale of stock to foreigners was limited in privatiza- 
ton programs im other couniics. Such restrictions are 
needed im Turkey as well. 


In general, privatization works over a long period of 
tume. Consequently, the privatization of some corpora- 
tons may typically take 5 to 10 years. In Turkey. 
however, privatization 1s proceeding too hastily despite 
the absence of a developed stock market. 


Encouraging the people to buy shares 1s essential for a 
successful privatization program. But the government 1s 
taking no serious steps im thes direction. Government 
debentures and Treasury bonds consume 90 percent of 
the resources of the stock market. The housing and 
parcel certificates that have been issued recently will 
expand the government's share of the stock market even 
further. Although the government has stated that i is 
committed to privatization, in practice it 1s increasing its 
share in the economy. 


In conclus .on, the privatization work must be reevalu- 
ated im che light of past cxperiences, and greater 
emphasis must be put on measures to develop the stock 
market. 
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